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The forces of peace, democracy and socialism arc con¬ 
stantly gathering momentum, and their opposition to imperial¬ 
ist reaction becoming more concerted and coordinated. It is 
no wonder that imperialism is stepping up its ideological sub¬ 
version of world socialism, the workers’ movement and na¬ 
tional liberation revolutions. “The positive changes in world 
affairs and detente,” pointed out L. I. Brezhnev in his 
Report of the CPSU * Central Committee to the 25th 
Party Congress, “create favorable opportunities for the broad 
spread of socialist ideas. But, on the other hand, the ideolo¬ 
gical contest between the two systems is becoming ever more 
acute, and the imperialist propaganda ever more refined.” 

The 25th CPSU Congress emphasized the importance 
to strengthen the struggle against anti-communism, under 
whose black banner the reactionary forces of today are 
united: the financial oligarchy, military clique, fascists and 
reactionary clergy, all ideological and political accomplices 
to imperialism. 

Zionism plays no small role in the discordant choir of 
anti-communists. Zionism emerged and took shape as the 
ideology, policy and practice of the chauvinistic Jewish 
bourgeoisie. In our day we have seen world Zionism merge 
with the financial oligarchy and monopolistic state capital, 
giving impetus to its reactionary activity and, finally de¬ 
veloping into what the Report of the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of Israel to its 16th Congress quali¬ 
fied as “a mixture of fascism, extreme nationalism and 
religious fanaticism, poisoning the atmosphere with fumes 
of the most unbridled, furious racism.” 


* Abbreviation for the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union.— Tr. 
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Racism is one of the characteristic features of the ideol¬ 
ogy and policy of exploiting classes, and especially of the 
modern imperialist bourgeoisie. The ideologists of racism at¬ 
tempt to prove the inequality of human races, justifying 
social and national inequality by biological peculiarities, and 
arguing that mankind is divided into “superior ’ and “in¬ 
ferior 1 races, only the “superior” races being fit to lead 
civilized lives while the “inferior” races can only aspire to be 
their slaves. 

Racists are closely connected with nationalists and chau¬ 
vinists, and their activities are directed not only towards 
substantiating the superiority of “their” nation, but also 
towards propagating hostility and hatred toward other 
peoples. 

Racism, nationalism and chauvinism determine the ideol¬ 
ogy, policy and practice of the adepts of Zionism, one of 
the most reactionary and militaristic trends of anti-commu¬ 
nism. 


Racist Character of 
Zionist Ideology 


The study of the national question is an important and 
integral part of Marxism-Leninism. K. Marx, F. Engels and 
V. Lenin all examined the national question in the light 
of class struggle and repeatedly pointed out that its solution 
should serve the interests of the revolution and socialism. 
They stressed that, in the struggle for social and national 
freedoms, it is extremely important to establish a fraternal 
union among workers of all nationalities. Marx and Engels 
believed that international cooperation among the working 
people in all countries is the first prerequisite of their liber¬ 
ation, and that only such cooperation can guarantee the 
working people ultimate victory. 

The founders of scientific communism taught that one 
had to fight untiringly for the equality of world nations, 
and to take an uncompromising stand against any manifes¬ 
tations of nationalism. These ideas were proclaimed in the 
principle: “No nation can be free if it oppresses other na¬ 
tions.” K. Marx and F. Engels also taught that a one-sided 
approach must be shunned in the national question, as this 
will result either in exaggerating its significance, eventually 
reducing it to nationalism, or in denying its significance, 
which is tantamount to national nihilism. 

V. I. Lenin, in developing the ideas of the founder of 
scientific communism, considered that one of the most urgent 
tasks of communists was to organize the struggle of the 
workers for the equality of nations, for their genuine 
political, economic and cultural equality. Upon the initia¬ 
tive of Lenin, the first Party Program, adopted at the Second 
Congress of the RSDLP * in 1903, contained the demand 
for the equality of all the nationalities of Russia. Simulta- 


♦Abbreviation for the Russian Social Democratic Labor Par¬ 
ty.— Ed. y 
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neously, it set the Party the task of educating all the 
workers in the spirit of unity, fraternal assistance, proleta¬ 
rian internationalism and conscientious struggle against any 
manifestations of bourgeois nationalism. Lenin repeatedly 
stressed that Marxism is irreconcilable with any form of 
nationalism, be it "the most just,” clean, refine and civilized. 
“Marxists,” he pointed out, “will never allow their heads 
to be turned by nationalist slogans whether they are Great- 
Russian, Polish, Jewish, Ukrainian or any other.” 1 

Marxism-Leninism points out the kinship between nation¬ 
alism and racism. All forms of nationalism are no more 
or less than a variant form of bourgeois ideology. The pro¬ 
pagation of the supremacy of national interests over social 
and class interests, embodied in some “special mission of 
one’s nation, is a characteristic feature of nationalism. Na¬ 
tionalists of all types maintain the “superiority” of their 
nation over others, propagate hostility and hatred toward 
other nations, and racists try to prove the inequality of the 
different races, justifying social and national inequality by 
human biological features. Basing their arguments on the 
idealistic concept of the “immutability of human nature,” 
the supporters of racism claim that people of various races 
have an instinctive hatred of one another, and that it is 
this very instinct that gives rise to eternal “race struggle”. 

Marxism-Leninism is equally energetic in opposing all 
forms of nationalism and racism. It proceeds from the fact 
that the feeling of racism or national hostility or hatred 
is not a biological but a social phenomenon, encouraged by 
the reactionary exploiting classes, their ideologists and poli¬ 
tical organizations. Zionists are among the most active 
propagators and implementors of the ideas of nationalism 
and racism. 

The ideological conceptions of Zionism do not stand up 
to close scrutiny. Zionism, V. I. Lenin pointed out, is a ma¬ 
nifestation of “essentially reactionary” 2 ideas, and an eclec¬ 
tic combination of various elements of objective and subjec¬ 
tive idealism and metaphysics. 

The Old Testament became one of the main sources of 
Zionism. Its authors and apologists were Judaic priests and 
prophets who ardently opposed secular teachings — natural 
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1 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 19, p. 267. 

2 V. 1. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 7, p. 92. 


science, logic and philosophy. They described the great 
ancient philosopher, scientist and encyclopedist Aristotle 
(who in certain questions supported the principle of mate¬ 
rialism) as a “betrayer of the Holy Commandments.” Zio¬ 
nist ideologists resorted to the theses of reactionary philoso¬ 
phers such as F. Nietzsche and 0. Spongier, F. Galton, the 
founder of eugenics, and J. A. Gobineau, one of the founders 
of racism, whose ideas formed part of the arsenal of fascist 
ideology. Zionists armed themselves with the philosophy of 
the so-called “critical experience” elaborated by E. Mach 
and P. Avenarius — empirio-crittcism , which is essentially 
a type of subjective idealism. And the latter is known to 
deny objective regularities in the development of nature 
and society, and leads to solipsism and religion. 

Zionism was thus developed and formulated as a world 
outlook, and today forms a kind of religious-ideologic doc¬ 
trine. Zionist ideologists recognize the basis of the world, 
its creator and motive force to be intellect, a spirit which 
allegedly exists independently of man and the whole of 
society. God, they maintain, is the embodiment of this uni¬ 
versal intellect and spirit. M. Buber, one of the followers 
of Theodor Herzl, the “grandfather” of Zionism, proclaimed 
that only God can satisfy the need for ideals. Another Zion¬ 
ist ideologist M. Meiner believes that man should place 
his love for God above all his inclinations, wishes and as¬ 
pirations. Any type of human passion must be measured 
against his love for God, and this love must become the 
rule of conduct for any individual. 

Thus, following in the footsteps of Judaic priests, Zion¬ 
ists converted the Jewish God Yahweh into The Absolute, 
the Creator of Heaven and Earth. 

The dogma of Judaism is directed toward separating the 
Jews from all other nations. This is promoted in particular 
by its ritualism. “In all religions”, wrote F. Engels, “ritual¬ 
ism was an important thing. Only by participating in sacri¬ 
fices and processions, and in the East keeping to the strict 
rules pertaining to taking food and washing, could the be¬ 
liever give evidence of his faith. At the same time, while 
Rome and Greece displayed tolerance in this connection, 
in the East there reigned a strict system of religious prohi¬ 
bitions which helped to bring about its eventual collapse. 
People of two different religions — Egyptians, Persians, 
Jews, Chaldeans — cannot drink nor eat together, cannot 
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conduct any ordinary task together, can barely speak to one 

another". 1 „ . .. , . . , . , 

In the very early days of Zionism its apologists stalled 

using to advantage ihe dogmas of Judaism in reaching their 
political goals. Theodor Herzl taught: “To propagate our 
ideas we need not call meetings with their inevitable blab¬ 
ber, this kind of propaganda will become a component of 
the worship”. And the first President of Israel, Chaim 
Weizmann, stated "Our Judaism and our Zionism supple¬ 
ment one another. You cannot forget one of them without 
at the same time ruining the other.” 

Zionism accepted the Judaic dogma about Jews being 
‘‘God's chosen people” as its basis for resolving the Jewish 
question. This Judaic dogma asserts that there is only one 
God in the world, and that He had specially singled the 
Jews out from all the nations of the world as an exclusive 
people, and signed a covenant with them, Emphasis is plac¬ 
ed in this connection on the presumption that God had be¬ 
queathed the Jews to remain “pure” and forbade mixed 
marriages and the like. The Holy Scripture teaches that 
“God's chosen” people have their own laws, their own cir¬ 
cles, and their own destinies. They are masters of the earth 
and all other nations are to be their slaves, “talking tools.” 

It is characteristic that such assertions became the basis 
of the racist conception, proclaimed by Count J. A. Gobineau 
in the book The Inequality of the Human Races . According 
to Soviet scientist Yu. Oganisyan, “with all his pretense to 
science, the Count in his thesis relies upon the biblical 
story of the creation of man. The pseudoscientific structure 
of his doctrines conceals an attempt to renew the ancient 
interpretations of biblical myths. Adam begot Lamech, La- 
mech begot Noah, and so on in succession — leading to the 
eventual supremacy of the white race. After reading Gobi- 
neau's book. K. Marx wrote: “Isn't this white supremacy a 
black superstition?” 

Zionists took the racist dogmas of Judaism and the pseu¬ 
doscientific ideas of Gobineau on the inequality of the 
human races as the basis for their conception that the Jews 
are a “noble” and “pure” race. Zionist ideologist N. Sokolow 
affirmed that “without doubt Jews are the purest race among 
the civilized world nations.” Another Zionist, M. Nordau, 


1 K. Marx and F. Engels. Works, Vol. 19, p. 301. 
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put it more categorically: “The Jews possess greater ability 
and enterprise than the average European — to say nothing 
of Asian and African peoples.” If this is so, he claims, Jews 
should not associate with “inferior” peoples, they should 
strive for unity in the “Promised Land.” 

At Ihe beginning of the 1960s, President of the World 
Zionist Organization Nahum Goldman, synthesizing the ar¬ 
guments of his predecessors, laid claim to the “historical 
exclusiveness” of the Jewish race. “This nation, religion and 
race”, he said, “is the bearer of an exclusive civilization in 
the truest sense of the word... We should venture close quar¬ 
ters with the non-Jewish world and do so even within the 
Jewish community for our rights, so we would live as a cho¬ 
sen minority which does not identify itself with any other 
country. We should direct the efforts and struggle of the 
Jewish people so as to retain our inborn right to remain the 
Jewish people we had been for thousands of years, people 
rallied round our creative center in Israel.” 

Zionism is based on the Judaic postulate that the Holy 
Land — Jerusalem — is “God’s chosen” land for the Jews. 
Modern Zionism, points out American Rabbi A. Gertberg, 
was nurtured in the spirit of religious doctrine that the Jews 
are destined to return to the Holy Land. The words of the 
Judaic prophet Isaiah that the Jews will return to Zion 
“with shouts of joy,” have been written down in the prog¬ 
ram adopted at the First Zionist Congress in Basel in 1897. 
The Zionists proclaimed the return of the Jews scattered 
throughout the world to Mount Zion in Jerusalem, the land 
of their forefathers, as their main political goal, and the 
establishment of the state of Israel as an implementation 
of the Isaiah’s prophecy. 

The very fact that Judaism has become the basis for 
the Zionist conception testifies to the unscientific nature of 
Zionism. By its very essence religion is contrary to science 
in that science is based on true facts, on research and 
conclusions tested in socio-historical practice, whereas 
religion, including Judaism, relies on a blind faith. Religion, 
according to V. I. Lenin, is one of the forms of “...spiritual 
oppression which everywhere weighs down heavily upon the 
masses of the people, overburdened by their perpetual work 
for others, by want and isolation.” 1 


1 V . /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 83. 







Zionists use the dogma about Gods special role in the 
life of people to back up their reactionary theories. They 
also take ideological factors and conscience as the motive 
force of social life. Leading on from these assertions, they 
have made the reactionary trend of Jewish self-estrange¬ 
ment based on the belief that they are “God’s chosen people” 
and have been assigned some special mission in the commu¬ 
nity of man. a point of departure in resolving the so-called 
“Jewish question,” using reactionary ideas about the harmo¬ 
ny of interests within a class society. 

These scientifically impotent concepts are based on an 
idealist understanding of the historical process, and on an 
acknowledgement of the common blood ties and spirit of 
the Jews, allegedly chosen by God to play an exclusive role 
in the development of civilization. 

In accordance with their racist conceptions, Zionists de¬ 
clare that Jewish people developed and continues to develop 
in conformity not with general social regularities but with 
special laws that apply only to them. But history convincing¬ 
ly proves otherwise. As K. Marx put it, “The Jews survived 
and developed thanks to history, in history and together 
with history. 1 Karl Marx exposed the unscientific essence 
of both the theological interpretation of the Jewish history 
and the myth of their being “God’s chosen people.” Marx 
strongly condemned the Jewish bourgeoisie because they set 
off their “invented nationality against their true nationality, 
their isolated law against valid laws, consider that they 
have the right to distinguish themselves from mankind, 
take essentially no part in the historical movement, place 
their hopes in a future which has nothing whatsoever 
in common with the future of the rest of humanity, and 
consider themselves members of a Jewish nation, and Jews 
the God s chosen people.” 2 

V. I. Lenin spoke against the contrived elitism of the 
Jews. He pointed out that not only the Jewish national, but 
also their racial features are disclaimed by modern scientific 
research... “Absolutely untenable scientifically, the idea that 
the Jews form a separate nation,” wrote V. I. Lenin, “is 
reactionary politically.” 3 
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1 K. Marx and F. Engels. Works, Vol. 2, p.,116. 

2 K. Marx and F. Engels. Works, Vol. 1, p. 356. 

3 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 7, p. 100. 


No “exclusive,” “God-chosen,” “noble,” “purest” Jewish 
nation ever existed, nor does one exist now, nor can it exist 
in the future. The Jews’ forebears came to Palestine from 
the Arabian Desert around 1300 B. C., and gradually mixed 
with the indigenous population of Palestine, the Canaanites. 
And although years later the Judaic priesthood forbade 
mixed marriages, the intermixing of “God’s chosen people” 
with the natives had gone so far as to become irreversible. 
This process gained still greater momentum as the Jews be¬ 
gan to settle elsewhere in the world. 

The Rabbinate, leaning on Judaic dogma, fiercely re¬ 
strained the Jews from mixing with other nations, persistently 
opposing mixed marriages, and execrating all apostates. But 
history gradually broke down these artificial obstacles and 
swept away the obsolete reactionary Judaic traditions. The 
Jews became involved in the life of the people among whom 
they were living, and adopted their language and customs. 
In other words, they underwent the objective process of as¬ 
similation. “This is precisely,” wrote V. I. Lenin, “what the 
Jewish problem amounts to: assimilation or isolation?... The 
idea of Jewish nationality runs counter to the interests of 
the Jewish proletariat, for it fosters among them, directly 
or indirectly, a spirit hostile to assimilation, the spirit of the 
“ghetto.” 1 

The racist theory of Zionism places heavy emphasis on 
its belief in the natural inferiority of Arab and African 
peoples. These peoples, Zionists claim, are by themselves 
unable to ensure the progressive development of society and 
productive forces; and the Jews, the «ideal» representatives of 
the human race, have been called upon to rule in the Middle 
East and Africa, keeping aloof from other nations. This, in 
part, is stated in the book entitled Israel in 2000 which was 
published in Tel Aviv in 1971. Its authors claim that Israel, 
the alleged “Land of God’s chosen people,” should become 
a commander-state not only in the Middle East but in Afri¬ 
ca, as well, and that the “noble” Jewish nation will rule the 
“inferior” Arab and African peoples. The Zionists do not 
mind admitting that they will pursue this goal by every 
possible means, including war. They cynically maintain that 
war is beneficial as it allegedly helps to keep up the morale 
of the people, and latch eagerly on to the unscientific and 


1 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 7, p. 101. 
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reactionary theory of Socialist Darwinism that war is a ma¬ 
nifestation of a natural law of struggle for existence. 

Disseminating racist hatred for other nations and assert¬ 
ing that it is impossible to live among them. Zionist propa¬ 
ganda strives to inculcate in the Jews a contempt for other 
nations, nationalities and ethnic groups. Towards this aim 
the Zionists have developed the “psychological theory of 
nations.” Following the Austrian social-democrat Bayern, 
the founder of this theory, the Zionists regard nations not 
as a social and political phenomena, but as racial and ethnic 
units. They conceive a nation as a super-class social forma¬ 
tion, a monolithic organization without antagonisms. They 
reduce the essence of a nation to “national character,’ which 
they understand as a “complex of physical and psychologi¬ 
cal features" of people joined by “spiritual closeness" and 
common destinies. Zionists also believe that the community 
of Jewish destinies lies in their necessity to struggle for 
existence. They maintain that the Jews, who live in differ¬ 
ent countries and lack common territory, economy and lan¬ 
guage, constitute a “world nation." 

Zionists made their own contribution to Bayern’s “psy¬ 
chological theory of nations.” In their opinion, a nation is 
an invariable phenomenon from the moment it first came 
into being as a tribal community. “Nations,” asserts B. Bo 
rokhov, one of the leaders of international Zionism, existed 
before they were divided into classes.” 

One of the propagators of the “psychological theory of 
nations” is P. Novak, who in 1971 published the book 
National and Jewish Problem in Reality. 

The author of this book shares the Zionist thesis on the 
existence of a “world Jewish nation.” He sees this nation 
as a community of people of various classes formed on the 
basis of ethnographic, religious and national factors. Novak 
stresses that the very existence of the “world Jewish nation” 
implies “class cooperation” between the Jewish proletariat 
and Jewish capitalists. He claims that the current historical 
circumstances demand the self-isolation of Jews from other 
nations and unification in their “Promised Land.” 

The racist-nationalist essence of the “psychological the¬ 
ory of nations” was exposed by V. I. Lenin, who always 
considered the main feature of a nation to be its social 
essence. 
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A nation, according to Marxism-Leninism, is not only 
one of the stages in the ethnic development of peoples, but 
a qualitatively new historical formation, born out of the 
needs of social development. V. 1. Lenin proved scientifically 
that a nation is an inevitable product and inevitable form 
of the bourgeois epoch of social development. It can be 
defined as a stable, historically formed community of people 
characterized by a common economy, territory, language, 
and certain features of character and culture. Nations inevi¬ 
tably reflect these factors on a class basis in a social con¬ 
sciousness and social psychology. It should be also taken 
into account that the nation’s character is marked by the 
essence of its social structure. Thus, capitalism gave birth 
to bourgeois nations, containing exploiters and exploited, 
who are engaged in class struggle. The exploiters, even 
though they are becoming smaller in number, use their 
power and accumulated wealth to spread nationalist preju¬ 
dices among the population, and to ignite hatred toward 
other nations. The social, ideological and political unity of 
all people, regardless of their social origin, occupation, na¬ 
tionality, sex and education is an intrinsic feature of the 
socialist nations formed with the victory of socialism. The 
development of these nations is based on the principles of 
proletarian internationalism and friendship of peoples. 

In defiance of internationalism Zionists espoused the 
cosmopolitan idea that the entire world is everyone’s 
Homeland. This is the basis for the Zionist conceptions 
of the “world Jewish nation,” “dualistic Jewish patriotism” 
and “dual citizenship.” The essence of these conceptions is 
that every Jew is first and foremost a subject of the World 
Zionist Corporation,— in other words, an Israeli citizen, and 
only secondly a citizen of his “country of exile” (i. e., the 
country where the Jew was born, grew up and now lives). 
Zionist theoreticians openly admit that they are using cos¬ 
mopolitanism to inculcate in the Jews an indifference to the 
interests of the country where they live and work. 

These and similar theories are intended to foment anti- 
patriotism among Jews, disseminating an ideology treacher¬ 
ous to the country with which they have connected their 
li vcs _ in other words, preparing them for emigration to 
js ra el 

According to statements by Zionist ideologists, they aim 
lo revive the “world Jewish nation.” But there was never 
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such a nation. To quote the theses “The Jewish Problem 
and Zionism in Our Day” of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of Israel, “Marxists always repudiated 
the reactionary unrealistic Zionist theory on the fictitious 
existence of a ‘world Jewish nation', that world Jewry 
living in different countries and under different govern¬ 
ments, present a single nation, even despite the lack of 
common economy, territory, language and customs.” 

Owing to certain historical circumstances the Jews now 
live in almost all the countries of the world. They do not 
live in compact communities, but scattered in different re¬ 
gions of these countries and thus forming ethnic groups. 
Jews, like the representatives of other national minorities, 
participate in the economy of the countries they live in. 
History has shown that Jews, like the members of other 
minorities, adopt the culture, language, traditions and the 
way of life of the majority of the population, and become 
assimilated. Israel itself provides evidence of this objective 
process. This fact is acknowledged by the advocates of Zion¬ 
ist views. Here is what one of them, A. Lilienthal, wrote in 
his book What Price Israel: “At a glance, I could distin¬ 
guish the Ashkenazim of Poland from the Sephardic Jews 
of the Iberian Penninsula or North Africa, the Yemenite 
Jews, the German Jews — all different not only in anthro¬ 
pological features, but also in dress, language, manners and 
mental attitudes. ...In essence, all of them were Poles, Portu¬ 
guese, Germans, etc.,” the author has to admit. “The Se¬ 
phardic Jews from Southern Europe bear the physical traits 
of such Mediterranean peoples as the Arabs, Italians and 
Greeks. The Western European Jew resembles his correli- 
gionist in Eastern Europe, as little as the Spaniard resembles 
the Slav. Forty-five percent of the Polish Jews have light 
eyes, and 29 percent of the Lithuanian Jews blond hair. 
The physical differences between the European, Indian. 
"1 emenite and Ethiopean Jews are greater than those bet¬ 
ween Teutons, Slavs and Latins. There are tall blond Jews 
with blue eyes from Central Europe and Scandinavian 
countries; wooly-headed Algerian Jew's; brown Falash Jews 
with curly hair of Abyssinia; the yellow Jews of China; 
and the black Tamels of India, who have dwelt in the heart 
of Asia for 17 centuries.” 

And still Zionist ideologists claim that a consolidation 
of the Jew r s as a nation is taking place in Israel. 
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One of the features of a nation is a historical communi¬ 
ty of people. There cannot be a historical community of 
people in Israel as such. The majority of its residents are 
immigrants from 108 countries, who have settled here with¬ 
in the last 20 years. Thus, there is not even an ethnic 
unity of Jews. 

The Israeli sociologist A. Shamir has pointed out: “This 
sea which is called the state of Israel was replenished 
with various species of fish from different seas. They are 
united only by the name ‘fish’. This means that Zionists, 
having formed a state, nbt only had to see about strengthen¬ 
ing their parties but also about forming a nation, and 
transforming different tribes with different cultures, differ¬ 
ent education, different traditions and habits into a single 
nation capable of living on a more or less equal cultural 
basis. 

“...Twenty-eight years have passed, but there is no sign 
of the consolidation of a nation. On the contrary, the differ¬ 
ences have become more striking.” 

The racist-nationalist character of Zionism is also ma¬ 
nifested in their language policy. Zionists have resorted 
to an unscientific anthropolinguistic classification, based on 
the erroneous presumption that there is an organic connec¬ 
tion between language and race. Hence they claim that 
“an exceptional way of life,” “inclination to a biblical 
tongue,” and “cultural unity” are inherent to Jews. The 
ancient (biblical) language, Hebrew, is claimed by them 
to be almost universal and to have made an impact on the 
whole of history. The book Israel . People and State main¬ 
tains: “Our Hebrew even has terms for nuclear physics, 
income tax forms, architecture, meteorology, philosophy and 
advertisements.” Hebrew has been declared the state lan¬ 
guage and is being enforced by administrative measures. A 
law has even been passed making a knowledge of Hebrew 
obligatory for w r hite-collar employees and an indispensable 
qualification for job placements. 

The Israeli government’s steps to force the Jews to use 
this almost forgotten “dead” language, which contains no 
more than 60,000 words, once again confirms that Zionists 
are trying in every possible way to isolate the Jews from 
other nations, to separate their economic and spiritual de¬ 
velopment from world cultures. 
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V. I. Lenin pointed out that the Zionist claim to Heb¬ 
rew's prevalence in and widespread popularity with the 
Jews was not confirmed in practice. On the contrary, the 
objective conditions of social development not only made 
the Jews trade their Jewish tongue for the languages of the 
nations they lived amongst, but also, and without doubt, 
accelerated their assimilation. 

The dispersion of Jews all over the world, which began 
as early as the 7th — 6th centuries B. C., divided them 
socially, ethnically, culturally and historically, and the his¬ 
torical destinies of the Jewish communities in the Dias¬ 
pora were more tightly linked to those of their host na¬ 
tions than with one another. 

Almost 16,000,000 people of Jewish origin now live in 
different countries of the world. Of them over 13,000,000 
speak different Indo-European languages. Some of the Jews 
have as their native tongue Yiddish, formed in the 17th 
century on the basis of a High German dialect. Certain 
groups of Jews, concentrated mainly in the Netherlands, 
Greece and Turkey, where they moved from Spain, have 
partially retained Judeo-Spanish, which is similar to Span¬ 
ish. Nonetheless the majority of the Jews use the language 
of the country in which they have settled: English, German. 
French, Spanish, Arabic, Russian, Polish, Ukrainian, Lithu¬ 
anian. Persian (Farsi), Afghan (Pushtu) and others. In 
Israel, the ‘‘Holy Land,” notwithstanding measures to force 
Hebrew upon the population, the Jews speak 94 languages. 

Thus, under present conditions, the Jews possess neither 
a single territory, nor a common language. This fact alone 
refutes Zionist fables about the “purity of the Jewish race,” 
about their “exceptional method of thinking" and “inclina¬ 
tion to a biblical tongue,” and completely demolishes the 
psychological theory of nations”, persistently prophesied 
by Zionists. 

Another Zionist concept which does not stand up to 
scrutiny is that one of the manifestations of the specific 
development of Jews is the presence of a “class peace” 
between the workers and exploiters in the center of the 
Jewish nation. Zionist ideologists see in this the presence 
of the “common spirit” and “common fate” of Jewry. Theo¬ 
dor Herzl wrote that in the Diaspora the Jews have been 
subjected to persecution and “anti-Semitic oppression” re¬ 
gardless of their class distinctions. He also emphasized 
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that “eternal anti-Semitism” is the vory factor which pro¬ 
motes the “class harmony” of all Jews, rich and poor. 

Zionists portrayed and continue to portray rich Jews 
as “kindhearted” people in their relationships with their 
kinfolk — i. e. the Jewish workers. They claim that Jewish 
workers employed at Jewish-owned capitalist enterprises are 
less exploited than their compatriots working at plants and 
factories run by foreign bourgeoisie. And this, they claim, 
is evidence that a Jewish worker and a Jewish capitalist 
have moro in common than a Jewish worker and, say, 
a Russian, American, British or Arab worker. Zionist ring¬ 
leaders contend therefore that Jews should not get them¬ 
selves involved in the social life, take part in the class 
struggle or join political organizations in the country where 
they are living. A belief is being spread that, following 
their “common spirit” and “common fate,” the Jews must 
unite in “their own” separate political organizations. 

In reality, things are much different. The Jewish bour¬ 
geoisie, like the bourgeoisie in general, oppresses all workers 
regardless of their nationality. Jewish workers are thus 
subject to oppression from capitalists regardless of their 
nationality. In his recorded speech “On the Pogroms of 
Jews” delivered in March 1919, V. I. Lenin said: “Among 
the Jews there are working people, and they form the 
majority. They are our brothers, who, like us, are oppressed 
by capital; they are our comrades in the struggle for social¬ 
ism. Among the Jews there are kulaks, exploiters and 
capitalists, just as there are among the Russians, and among 
people of all nations. The capitalists strive to sow and fo¬ 
ment hatred between workers of different faiths, different 
nations and different races... Rich Jews, like rich Russians, 
and the rich in all countries, are in alliance to oppress, 
crush, rob and disunite workers.” 1 

The development of modern capitalist Israel once again 
proves that an antagonistic society contains an inherent 
class struggle, which is manifested in different forms — 
economic, political and ideologic. In the “Promised Land” 
the Zionist leadership is not shouting about the “common 
spirit” and “common fate” of all Jews, about the “common 
interests” of Jewish workers and Jewish capitalists. On the 
contrary, being a part of the Israeli government, they vote 


1 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Yol. 29, pp. 252—253. 
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for the adoption of laws directed to strengthen the exploita¬ 
tion of the workers. 

While calling upon the Jews to refuse to take part in 
the political life of the country they are living in, the 
Zionists do the very opposite. They push their representa¬ 
tives into bourgeois parliaments, uphold reactionary acts 
of imperialist governments and put up resistance to inter¬ 
national detente. This is especially apparent in Zionist or¬ 
ganizations in the USA. 

At the same time, experience shows that international 
solidarity with workers of other nationalities is inherent 
to Jewish workers, who take an active part in the workers' 
struggle against bourgeois dictatorship and exploiters. 

Zionist fables about the “common spirit” and “common 
fate' 1 of Jews is easily refuted by the fact that millions of 
Jews form part of the international collective, building a new 
society in the Soviet Union and other Socialist Community 
countries. 

Several generations of Jews have grown up in this 
country during the Soviet era under socialism and 
have been brought up on communist ideals. As many as 
294.774 Jews are CPSU members, and 9 out of every 10 Jews 
under 28 are Komsomol * members. Jews, just like the 
members of all the large and small nationalities in the So¬ 
viet Union, are elected to the relevant agencies of Party, 
Soviet and public bodies. Thousands of Soviet Jews have 
been elected deputies to the local Soviets and parliaments 
of the Union republics, as well as to Soviet Parliament, the 
USSR Supreme Soviet. Many Jews occupy responsible posts 
in state and economic bodies, work at scientific-research 
institutions and colleges, and as experts in various branches 
of the economy. 

Jews are equal members of the multi-national Soviet 
people with all the other nations, nationalities and ethnic 
groups constituting the USSR. They have a shared national 
pride in their Soviet Homeland. 

Soviet Jews join the rest of the population in condemn 
ing the reactionary ideology, politics" and practice of world 
Zionists and brand with shame those Jews who have been 
influenced by Zionist propaganda and are leaving for Is¬ 
rael. 
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The racist character of Zionism is manifested in the 
assertions of its leaders that the “eternal and universal 
character of anti-Semitism” is inherent to all nations, at 
all times. “The peoples among whom the Jews live/' 
claimed Herzl in 1895, in his book Der Judenstaat , “were all 
either openly or secretly anti-Semitic.” Several years later 
he wrote in his diary: “I’ve come to regard anti-Semitism 
more broadly. Historically, I’m beginning to understand and 
even to forgive it. Moreover, I recognize the futility and use¬ 
lessness of fighting anti-Semitism. A powerful and rather 
subconscious force, it is not harmful to the Jews. 1 con¬ 
sider it a useful factor in the development of Jewish indi¬ 
viduality.” Another ideologist of Zionism, Vladimir Jabotin- 
sky, seconded Herzl: “as an argument in Zionist propagan¬ 
da anti-Semitism, especially as a principle, is of course 
very convenient and useful.” 

Thus, it is in the interest of Zionist leaders to ignite 
anti-Semitism. Speaking in 1902 before the British Royal 
Commission Herzl answered the question, ‘what could get 
the Jews to leave their countries and form a Jewish state’, 
with a categorical statement: “Anti-Semitism.” And David 
Ben-Gurion went even further: he advised Zionist adherents 
to “disguise” themselves as “non-Jews” and “persecute the 
Jews by brutal anti-Semitic methods.” Zionists finally main¬ 
tained that anti-Semitism was not only an “eternal pheno¬ 
menon,” but a hereditary “mental disease.” 

Today, Zionists use their absurd theory about “eternal 
and universal anti-Semitism” to justify the separation and 
self-isolation of Jews from other nations. With this in mind, 
they even proffer the idea of setting up a ghetto. “In the 
Diaspora,” wrote the Zionist leader D. Pasmanik, “the Jews 
created an artificial national life. They set up a territory, 
even a purely geographical one, in the form of a ghetto, 
which the Jews, and not our enemies created. In the ghetto, 
the Jews felt at home as they built a national state of 
their own.” 

Following in the Zionist tracks, the Hitlerite butchers 
used the ghettoes during World War II for the mass an¬ 
nihilation of millions of Jews. 

Zionist ideology is obviously racist in that it leads to 
the separation of one nation from another. This is the most 
reactionary manifestation of nationalism. Its social designa¬ 
tion, according to V. I. Lenin, is to put up a Chinese Wall 
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around “their” nationality, “their” workers’ movement. This 
is the tactics of nationalists, the tactics of disunification and 
separation of class forces, which “...is reducing to nil the 
great call for the rallying and unity of the proletarians of 
all nations, all races and all languages/ 1 1 

Zionist propaganda puts strong emphasis on the theory 
of “cultural and national autonomy/’ Separating the nation¬ 
al question from general questions of class struggle and 
liquidation of the exploiting system, Zionist apologists de¬ 
mand autonomy in matters pertaining to the culture of 
every nation and all its members, regardless of where they 
live. V. I. Lenin exposed the anti-Marxist nationalistic es¬ 
sence of this theory, and showed it to be not only invalid 
but also harmful, as it diverts the workers away from the 
tasks of class struggle and hinders their international unity. 

The “cultural and national autonomy” program, based 
on the unscientific thesis that the nation is only a cultural 
community of people, is used by Zionists to propagate the 
tenet of a “single national culture.” V. I. Lenin shows that 
this tenet is a clerical and bourgeois fraud in an exploita¬ 
tive society and that it conceals the attempts to subordinate 
the workers to the influence of the national bourgeoisie 
(which in this case is advanced as the bearer of the “sin¬ 
gle national culture”) and isolate them from the foremost 
ideas of other nations. 

In his book The Race Problem and the Theoretical Sub¬ 
stantiation of the Jewish Question , Zionist ideologist 1. Pol- 
shan claims in particular that the “spiritual culture of the 
Jews is far in advance of the cultural riches of all other 
peoples and dates back to the times of the prophets Amos, 
Hosea, Isaiah and Jeremiah, whose creative efforts in this 
direction were immune to outside influence.” 

Historical experience proves that a “specific spiritual 
Jewish culture” does not exist and never did exist, just as 
there has never existed a “world,” “exclusive,” “God-cho¬ 
sen” Jewish nation. V. I. Lenin also resolutely condemned 
this Zionist idea: “Whoever, directly or indirectly, puts 
forward the slogan of Jewish ‘national culture’ is (what¬ 
ever his good intentions may be) an enemy of the proletar¬ 
iat, a supporter of all that is outmoded and connected with 
caste among the Jewish people; he is an accomplice of the 


1 V. /. Lenin . Coll. Works, Vol. 6, p. 521. 
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rabbis and the bourgeoisie. On the other hand, those Jewish 
Marxists who mingle with the Russian, Lithuanian, Ukrai¬ 
nian and other workers in international Marxist organiza¬ 
tions, and make their contribution (both in Russian and 
in Yiddish) towards creating the international culture of the 
working-class movoment —■ those Jews, despite the separa¬ 
tism of the Bund, uphold the best traditions of Jewry by 
fighting the slogan of ‘national culture’.” 1 

The “cultural and national autonomy” program has 
always been used by Zionists to stop the participation of 
the Jews in the common struggle of the workers against 
capitalist oppression. They spoke out and continue to speak 
out for the creation of national organizations of Jewish 
workers, which would be separated from the workers of other 
nationalities and would collaborate with the Jewish bour¬ 
geoisie. Those Jews, who have joined with progressive for¬ 
ces of other nations in the struggle for peace, democracy 
and social progress, are damned by the Zionists. Especially 
notorious in this respect are such Zionist organizations as 
the American Zionist Federation, and the women’s Zionist 
organizations — Hadassa and Mizrahi . 

The “Jewish Defense League,” set up in 1968 in the 
USA conducts expressly anti-communist and anti-Soviet 
activities. Their ardent Zionist leader Meir Kahane makes 
no secret of his hatred of communists, of everything Soviet. 
“We want... to turn the American people against the com¬ 
munist threat. We want to organize the non-Jewish public 
and organizations for the struggle. We hope to God we shall 
receive as much support among the Jews as we do among 
the non-Jews, among the people who realize the communist 
threat and the true intentions of the Soviet Union”. 

Determined to put the predatory character of the League 
on a “theoretical” footing Kahane openly propagates joint 
actions with the anti-Semitic bloc in opposing the USSR, 
pointing out that “at present the interests of anti-Semitism 
coincide with those of the Jews.” He instructs rough-necks 
from the “Jewish Defence League” in the performance of 
subversive and terroristic acts, and the organization of 
blackmail, preparing them for actions against those op¬ 
posing Zionism and Zionist extremists. 


1 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 20, p. 26. 
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Wearing blue berets and insignia depicting a fist aga¬ 
inst the background of a six-pointed star, the Magen David, 
the League’s hoodlums resort to acts of terrorism and hooli¬ 
ganism against Soviet officials and institutions in the USA, 
as well as against progressive figures who are actively op¬ 
posed to imperialist reaction and Zionism. 

The “Jewish Defense League” organizes provocations 
against representatives of the Arab countries and the Pales¬ 
tine liberation movement. A furious anti-communist cam¬ 
paign is also being waged by the “American Jewish 
League Against Communism.” The League’s magazine. Jews 
Against Communism , regularly carries material of racial- 
nationalistic character, calling upon the Jews to separate 
from the non-Jews, avoid participation in working-class de¬ 
monstrations, and so on. 

An active campaign against these and other Zionist or¬ 
ganizations is being conducted by the Communist Party, 
United States. Its National Committee for Jewish Affairs has 
been publishing a special magazine since 1970. The 20th 
Congress of the Communist Party, USA, (February, 1972) 
pointed out that American Zionist leaders are currently the 
most reactionary force in the United States. In the Statement 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party, USA, 
released April 10, 1976, the “Jewish Defense League” is con¬ 
demned as a bunch of racists, anti-communist criminals, 
police agents and terrorists. American communists, reads the 
Statement, demand that this pro-fascist organization be 
outlawed. 

In conducting their policy of estranging Jews from other 
nations, Zionists are in open contact with racists and anti¬ 
communist organizations and groups. They also take an 
active part in the activities of such ultra-right US orga¬ 
nizations as the John Birch Society, Christians Crusade 
Against Communism, American Legion, America’s First, 
and others. Racism is a characteristic feature of the pro¬ 
grams of these organizations alongside anti-communism and 
anti-Sovietism. Ironically, another of their inherent policies 
is anti-Semitism. Gerald Smith, for example, the founder 
of the America’s First Party, is a convinced anti-Semite. 
And yet his orientation does not seem to put any restraint 
on Zionist sympathies for him. 

The so-called “National Socialist White People’s Party” 
which proclaims to be the successor of Hitler’s Nazi Party, 
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is also involved in anti-Semitic activities. Upon its order 
the film California Reich was released — an extraordinary 
hymn to fascism and anti-Semitism. The violence of anti- 
Semitism has taken on a wide scope even in New York 
City where almost half the American Jews reside. Many 
of the New York Jows have been sent letters with the 
swastika stamp and the words: “Hitler was right!” Jewish 
families are subjected to blackmail and provocations. And 
this is taking place in a city which houses the headquarters 
of world Zionism. American Jews, wrote A. Foster and 
B. Epstein in the book New Anti-Semitism , look upon New 
York as a sensitive barometer which reflects changes in 
public opinion and political moods. The indifference of the 
majority of respectable New Yorkers to the problems of an¬ 
ti-Semitism caused an outbreak of fear among the Jews. 

Zionists cynically use the flourishing anti-Semitic preju¬ 
dices in the USA for their own purpose: playing on the 
national hatred they have themselves kindled, they are 
trying to win over the politically immature people, and force 
upon them their ideas that anti-Semitism is under any con¬ 
dition an eternal phenomenon, and that Jews should live 
among their own kin — i. e., in capitalist Israel. 

Zionist ideology is therefore permeated from beginning to 
end with racism. 
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Judaism and Racism — 
the Cornerstones of 
Israel’s Domestic Policy 


Israel is a typical imperialist power, the outpost of im¬ 
perialist reaction in the Middle East. Its first president, 
Chaim Weizmann, admitted that there were three forces 
behind Israel — the Lord Almighty, Zionism, and the 
United States. Judaism. Israel’s prevailing faith, extends 
to all spheres of the country’s social and political life, mak¬ 
ing a direct impact on the private life of citizens and fa¬ 
mily relationships. Moreover, an atmosphere of religious 
fanaticism and racism is officially cultivated in Israel. 

There is a close alliance maintained between the Chief 
Rabbinate (with its headquarters in Jerusalem), the pro- 
Zionist government and Israel's ruling circles. This allian¬ 
ce is aimed at keeping the working masses under control, 
at preventing the unity of various social and ethnic groups 
existing in the country, and at hindering their joint struggle 
for freedom and democracy. 

There were close to 0000 synagogues functioning in 
Israel in the early 1970s, plus 400 religious committees for 
brainwashing immigrants; as many as 700 rabbis were com¬ 
pletely on the state payroll. Attached to the Chief Rabbina¬ 
te is a special Kashruth Department supervising folkways 
and religious rites. There were also 19 Rabbinical Courts, 
188 City Religious Councils and 284 burial communities. 

Israeli citizens, whether they like it or not, are under 
the constant close scrutiny of the religious authorities who 
thus facilitate the propagation of Zionist thought and the 
proliferation of the Zionist movement in the country. Zio¬ 
nist propaganda has presently become part and parcel of 
Jewish worship. The clerics have the upper hand at grade 
schools where many subjects are taught from textbooks 
written by rabbis. In trying to promote religious fanaticism 
in the younger generation, the Israeli ruling circles have 
introduced Judaism into grade schooling as a compulsory 
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subject. Teaching the Old Testament starts at elementary 
school, and more time is dedicated to studying the Torah 
in grades 7 and 8 than all math lessons. There is yet ano¬ 
ther compulsory subject — “Jewish self-consciousness,” in 
which classes a young student is accustomed to the idea of 
his being “God-chosen,” of his inherent superiority to goyim, 
all those who are not of Jewish ancestry. 

At religious schools (attended by 36 percent of all the 
children), the students are administered an increased do¬ 
sage of “Jewish self-consciousness” and are taught the To¬ 
rah and Talmud. At both religious and conventional schools 
such a subject as history is interpreted in an openly racia¬ 
list manner, once again in the light of the Judaic dogma 
about the world-state mission of “God’s chosen people.” 
One of the textbooks points out directly that “people of 
other nationalities should be slaves to the Jews,” because 
the Jews, it further instructs, are “mankind’s elite.” 

The cult of racism and nationalism winds through all 
the activities of the National Union of Israeli Students and 
the children’s Zionist organization whose activists propa¬ 
gate the idea of the Jews being “God’s chosen people” at 
their meetings and instill in the members a hostile attitude 
toward other nations. Similar views are expressed in the 
writings of Zionist authors like U. Grinberg, M. Schalir, 
and others, who glorify the Jewish estrangement from other 
nations. 

Zionists and their lackeys from among the Judaic clergy 
depict Israel as a “country of equal opportunities,” a “coun¬ 
try of commonwealth.” In reality, however, all the short¬ 
comings of the capitalist system are only too clearly appar¬ 
ent in this country. “The true conditions of Israel,” reads 
the program document of the Communist Party of Israel, 
“consist in the following: the rapid development of capita¬ 
lism, as well as the policy avidly pursued by the govern¬ 
ment, have led to the acceleration of social polarization. 
On the one hand, a small handful of millionaires have emerg¬ 
ed, who are raking in super-profits, getting richer daily, 
and, on the other hand, the impoverishment of the working 
class and all other strata of the toiling masses are gradually 
becoming impoverished as down-trodden and poverty-strick¬ 
en social groups come into existence. The process of the 
enrichment of the rich and impoverishment of the poor has 
gained particular impetus over the last few years.” 
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Some 10000 so-called “upper families/' together with for¬ 
eign monopolies, annually acquire some 50 percent of the 
country’s national income, as official pro-Zionist circles in 
Tel Aviv are forced to admit. 90 percent of the industrial 
enterprises in the “Promised Land are capitalist-controlled. 
The enterprises run by the Ilistadnit (National Labor Fe¬ 
deration), Israel’s leading trade union organization, pose 
as socialist undertakings, whereas in reality they are function¬ 
ing as private, joint-stock companies. The workers are 
allowed neither to partake in their management, nor to share 
in the distribution of the produce. Besides, the specific share 
of the so-called “socialist sector” in the country's economy 
is constantly decreasing. 

Zionist ideologists claim that there is genuine democra¬ 
cy in Israel, whose manifestation they see in the existence 
of a variety of political parties and organizations. 

True, there is a number of parties in Israel. But all of 
them, save the Communist Party of Israel, are pro-Zionist 
in their ideologies, policies and practices, retaining positions 
of racism, chauvinism and nationalism. 

The so-called Israel Labor Party (MAI) ruled supreme 
in the country for a long time, it numbered close to 300 000 
members and occupied 51 of the 120 deputy seats in the 
Parliament. MAI representatives headed 16 ministries. The 
Party’s activities had a direct impact on Israel's domestic 
development and its foreign policy. 

In order to pull the wool over the eyes of the working 
masses, MAI proclaims its “loyalty to socialism” and to 
the “revolutionary class struggle.” It is even part of the 
Socialist International, belonging to its most reactionary 
wing that maliciously opposes Marxism-Leninism, while 
backing up state-monopolistic capitalism in every possible 
way. MAI leaders openly declare that they recognize Zion¬ 
ism as a way of solving the Jewish problem. MAI's Pro¬ 
gram states in particular that it is a Party of Jewry, and that 
it is striving to provide them with exceptional conditions of 
national advancement. In its policy, the Party adheres to 
the Zionist concept of Jewish estrangement. Moreover, it is 
precisely MAI who prompted the Israeli administration to 
pass all its pro-racialist laws. Finally, its policy determined 
the anti-Arab actions of the rulers in Tel Aviv. 

A similar policy is conducted by the so-called United 
Workers’ Party (MAPAM) numbering 36 000 members, its 
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representatives take an active part in I he shaping of Israel’s 
policy. 

The National Religious Party (NRP), founded in 1965, 
abides by the principles of “religious Zionism.” It propagates 
Israel’s transformation into a wholly clerical state. Only 
then, claim NRP leaders, will it be possible to retain the 
“purity of the Jewish nation.” 

Founded in 1948, the Herat (Freedom Movement), an 
openly pro-fascist party, has been operating in Israel. Set 
up on the basis of a Zionist organization headed by V. Ja- 
botinsky, and of extremist terrorist groups that operated in 
Palestine since the 1930s, the Herut Movement currently 
involves 54 000 persons. These are all outspoken racists, 
who make no secret of their dream of a “Great Israel” 
stretching from the Nile to the Euphrates, and demand that 
policy of force, and nothing else, be applied against the 
Arab nations and the Palestine Liberation Organization 
(PLO). 

A pro-fascist policy aimed at estranging the Jews and 
undermining the unity of the working masses is pursued by 
several liberal parties — the Independent Liberal Party, the 
Workers’ Association of Israel, and the Association of Israel. 
All three support the Israeli government’s policy of preserv¬ 
ing and furthering social inequality between various ca¬ 
tegories of the Jewish population. 

Both the foreign and domestic policies of the Israeli pro- 
Zionist administration are heavily tainted with militarism. 
It is worth recalling here V. I. Lenin’s warning that the 
inner designation of militarism was to serve as a main 
weapon of the “class supremacy of the bourgeoisie.” In the 
first place, militarism boils down to “oppression” on the 
part of the “brass,” to the latter’s influence in all spheres 
of life in the given state. Militarism is especially hazardous 
to the popular masses, because, in V. I. Lenin’s words, it 
“...costs hundreds of millions of roubles a year , and all 
this money is collected from the people; that is why the 
taxes are so heavy and why it becomes increasingly diffi¬ 
cult to live.” 1 All the above applies to capitalist Israel where 
boosting military spendings has become a principle of state 
policy. In the 1948—1975 period, Tel Aviv allocated almost 
20 000 000 000 dollars for military purposes, with less than 


1 V. 1. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 6, pp. 401—402. 
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10 percent of the slate budget being spent on health pro¬ 
tection, public education and social insurance. 

Israeli rulers continue to head for nationwide militariza¬ 
tion Specifically, Tel Aviv plans a military expenditure, 
during the next 5 years, of 17 000 000 000 dollars — a proper 
course for the development of Israel, from the standpoint of 
Zionism. “Until the year 2000." writes P. Jinijevsky in his 
book Zionism from Abraham to Dayan , “Israel must not 
stop at anv move forward, no matter how exaggerated, or 
even irrelevant this move may seem to observers who see 
Israel as no more than a small country. ^ 

The growing military expenditure has forced the Israeli 
population to pav the world's biggest taxes, which in 1967— 
1972 alone grew almost 60 percent. Every new year brings 
higher food prices. In 1967—1973, Israeli prices fo_r items 
of basic necessity rose 15 times; in December 1973 food 
prices registered a sharp increase, meat, bread, butter and 
milk costing twice as much as they had a short time before. 
Even fresh water (in Israel special meters are installed in 
every drinking water supply system) costs went up 30 per¬ 
cent' Prices on various types of fuel grew 48—100 percent, 
rent 1.5 times, and electricity charges 30—40 percent. 

A year later the outrageous course pursued by the pro- 
Zionist rulers in Tel Aviv once again dealt a blow to the 
Israeli working masses. In November 1974, the Israeli gov¬ 
ernment devalued the pound by 43 percent and took a num¬ 
ber of steps aimed at further increasing prices for items of 
basic necessity. Bread now costs almost twice as much, 
and sugar three times. Fuel prices grew by another 65 per¬ 
cent, which, in turn, brought a 40 percent increase in public 
transportation fares. At the beginning of 1976, the Israeli 
authorities officially declared a 70 percent increase in rent, 
as compared with 1973. 

Add to this the discriminatory policy pursued with re¬ 
gard to different social and ethnic groups in the country’s 
population. The policy, based on racism and chauvinism, 
also finds expression in the discrimination of Jews them¬ 
selves, who are divided into various categories, depending 
on their background and social standing. Evidence of this 
is to be found even in Zionist texts. K. Kaznelson points 
out in his book The Ashkenazi Revolution that “the course 
of the development has only one meaning, and only one 
significance; to ensure such a situation in which the people 
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of Israel would by no means constitute a single nation, an 
ordinary nation, but would form a society with a severe 
struggle of selection going on within.” A fine stale of affairs 
for “God’s chosen people!” 

As a matter of fact, Zionists themselves identify three 
categories of the Jewish population: the Sabras, the Ashke¬ 
nazim and the Sephardim. Sabras are native-born Israelis 
granted certain privileges in the political and economic life. 
The Ashkenazim are the Jews who came to live in the “Pro¬ 
mised Land” from Western Europe and the Americas. They 
are even referred to as the “pure Jewish breed.” Possessing 
most of the capital and leaning on the support of the mo¬ 
nopolies, the Ashkenazim slowly but surely take all the 
positions of authority in Israel, and act as the exponents of 
capitalist methods in the country. The Sephardim are 
the Jews originating from Africa and Asia, who are derog- 
atorily categorized as “not altogether pure Jews.” The 
latter form almost two-thirds of the population and are 
subject to economic, social and political discrimination. 
Among the 120 deputies to the Israeli Knesset (Parliament) 
there are only 17 Sephardim, and their kin constitute a mere 
one percent of the numerous functionaries of the Histadrut, 
the Association of Israeli Trade Unions. An average Sephar¬ 
di earns some 40 percent of what an Ashkenazi earns. Se¬ 
phardim make up 60 percent of the elementary school stu¬ 
dents; 25 percent at high schools, and only 6-8 percent at in¬ 
stitutes of higher education. Most Sephardim are engaged 
in difficult, low-paid and unqualified jobs, suffering from 
miserable living conditions. The word kushi (a biblical term 
denoting the Negroid race) has come to be used in Israel 
with reference to the “colored Jews,” with as much offensive 
implication as the word “nigger” in the United States or 
“kaffir” in the Republic of South Africa. 

Zionists try to fob off their division of the population 
into three categories as an ethnic specification. In reality, 
however, the division is social and political. Socially, it sig¬ 
nifies an attempt to prevent the working masses from uni¬ 
ting, and from taking part in a joint struggle against their 
exploiters. 

“Who Is to Be Considered a Jew” is an essentially reac¬ 
tionary and racist law passed by Israeli Parliament in March 
1970. By a Talmudic tradition, only the child of a Jewish 
mother, a full-blooded Jewess, and who professes Judaism, 
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can be considered of Jewish ancestry. The Tel Aviv rulers 
are frantically struggling against mixed marriages, regarding 
them not only as a brand of shame upon the “pure race/ 1 
but also as a subversive act undermining the state's found¬ 
ations, and jeopardizing the existence of the Jewish nation. 
This means that the principle of national equality even re¬ 
ceives formal denial in Israel. A reasonable review of the 
situation leaves little doubt that the state rejects equality, 
irrespective of race and nationality, and that large numbers 
of the people are subjected to actual inequality — i. e., they 
are looked upon as inferior. In other words, the above men¬ 
tioned law is blatantly fascist. Even such an outspoken 
Zionist as H. Kohen could not ignore this fact: “It was 
the will of the bitter irony of fate that the same biological 
and racist flimflam, as propagated by the Nazis, which had 
also inspired the shameful Nurenberg laws, would serve as 
a foundation for the official recognition of citizenship with¬ 
in Israel.” 

The Tel Aviv Zionist bigwigs had gone to the extent of 
passing a clerical law early in 1970, making equivalent the 
notions of ‘Jewish religion” and “Jewish nationality.” In 
this context, the 17th Congress of the Communist Party of 
Israel emphasized in its Resolution that the “establishment 
of the similarity of the notions “Jewish religion’ and ‘Je¬ 
wish nationality’ in the law passed in February 1970 is 
a reactionary and racist act.” 

On the basis of this law, Israel’s Ministry of Religious 
Affairs, assisted by the Ministry of the Interior (both are 
headed by members of the National Religious Party) drew 
up 144 lists of Jews “deprived of the matrimonial right,” 
involving some 10 000 persons. 

Thus, the most typical “reasons” for revoking or annul¬ 
ling the matrimonial right are all kinds of “doubts” — those 
referring to the authenticity of the partner’s Jewish back¬ 
ground; whether the person in question has indeed accepted 
the Judaic faith; the possibility of his (her) extramarital 
birth: belonging to the Kohanism * — i. e. whether the part¬ 
ner conceals the fact that one from his ancestors had been 


* Kohanism — Jews descending from a cast of priests at a 2000 
year-old Jerusalem temple. According to the Jewish law, males of 
this origin are forbidden to marry certain categories of females — 
specifically divorcees. 


a priest; belonging to the Karaites* whether the man is 
circumcised; whether the woman is not “forbidden” to marry 
certain categories of men, and vice versa. Whole families 
are to be found in these lists, composed by and large of 
new immigrants whom the Ministry of Religious Affairs 
has suspected of being of mixed blood, etc. These “black 
lists” cannot be regarded as anything but an undisguised 
manifestation of racism, antihumanism and humiliation of 
man’s dignity. 

As far as the Arabs are concerned, who number 450 000 
in Israel (i. e., 14 percent of the country’s population), the 
racialist nature of Zionism and the racist policy of the 
Israeli administration reveal themselves in still uglier forms. 

According to modern Israeli laws, every single Jew (in¬ 
cluding immigrants) is guaranteed the automatic right to 
Israeli citizenship. At the same time, Israeli-born Arabs, 
whose parents had for centuries lived on the territory, must 
put forward special naturalization appeals to the Ministry 
of the Interior in order to receive citizenship. They, how¬ 
ever, can be turned down. A whole generation of stateless 
Arabs has emerged in Israel as a result of such practice. 

The Israeli ruling circles also systematically strip the 
Arab population of their land. Thus, on March 16, 1972, the 
Knesset (Israeli Parliament) passed one of its openly racist 
resolutions asserting the inviolability of the Jews’ historical 
rights to the land of Palestine. “The resolution,” wrote 
Z. Karkabi, Secretary of the Central Committee of the Com¬ 
munist Party of Israel, “is an undisguised manifestation of 
the racist theory, since it totally denies the people of Pales¬ 
tine their national rights, and is based on the theory that 
lies at the foundation of the Zionist policy conducted by 
the Israeli ruling circles.” The policy, whose watchword is 
“More Land, Less Arabs,” is aimed at a total banishment 
of the Arab people from Palestine. The Israeli ruling circ¬ 
les have put in force a severe, repressive regime over the 
Arabs inhabiting these parts, passed 170 discriminating laws 
and decrees against them, exploiting them as a cheap labor 
pool, and robbing them right, left and centre. Specifically, 
in 1948—1967, the Zionist authorities annexed more than 
125 000 out of the 187 000 hectares in the possession of 


* Karaites — descendants of an old Jewish sect which rejected 
the Talmud. Racially its members are regarded as “half-breeds.” 
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the Arab fellaheen prior to the formation of the state of 
Israel. 

All the land annexed from the Arabs has been handed 
over to the Keren Kayamet , the Jewish National Fund, and 
proclaimed a sole property of the Jewish nation. As for citi¬ 
zens of other national affiliation, they can neither live on 
it, nor cultivate it. Keren Kayamet official documents state 
that the principle of the Jewish people’s indefinite ownership 
extends to the land possessed by the state; besides, one of 
the circulars issued by the Israeli Ministry of Agriculture 
affirms that “he who leases his plot of land to an Arab 
shall be punished.” 

The racist policy conducted by the Israeli authorities 
against Arabs is an open manifestation of misanthropy. In 
this sense.” writes I. Schahak, President of the Israeli 
League for Human Rights and Citizens, “the Zionist 
theory, which is the theory of the Jewish state, is worse than 
that forced upon the American Indians or the Africans in 
the South African Republic. Reservations were set up in 
the United States and bantustans in the Republic of 
South Africa; whereas Zionism not only proclaims its theo¬ 
retical intention to grab everything it can lay its hands on 
and seize every inch of land possessed by non-Jews, it is 
in practice doing everything within its power to achieve 
this end.” 

The blatantly racist policy of the Israeli occupational 
authorities met with mass opposition from the local Arab 
population. Nazareth became the center of the resistance 
drive. The Communist Party of Israel appealed to all those 
who valued the cause of peace, democracy and equality to 
voice their protest against attempts to suppress the struggle 
of the Arab citizens for their legitimate rights. The demon¬ 
strations that took place in March-April of 1976 showed 
both the advanced political consciousness and the growing 
dissatisfaction of the Arab sector, who understood that po¬ 
litical, economic and social discrimination was the reason 
for their sufferings. 

Further evidence of the Arab people’s escalated struggle 
against the Israeli aggressors is provided by the results of 
elections to the municipal committees held in April 1976. 
Tel Aviv planned these elections as a widespread political 
campaign. The occupational authorities also believed that 
their nominees would be elected to the city halls. 
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It is common knowledge that Israel has been boycotting 
the PLO — the only legitimate representative of the interests 
and aspirations of the Palestinians. While striving to resist 
the Organization’s growing influence, Tel Aviv counted on 
pushing through pro-Israeli candidates during the elec¬ 
tions — those allegedly representing the Palestinians. The 
venture, however, proved a failure as candidates from the 
patriotic and progressive left forces won the campaign. Their 
victory testified to the further sharpening of differences 
between the Arab population and the occupational authori¬ 
ties, rather than any Tel-Aviv-cherished reconciliation. As 
declared by Y. Arafat, Chairman of the PLO Executive 
Committee, “the staunchness and valor displayed by our 
people on the Israeli-occupied West bank of the Jordan in¬ 
spire us to continue our victorious struggle for the liberation 
of our Homeland.” 

The first reaction by Israel, obviously dissatisfied with 
the election results, was to threaten force. “Should the elec¬ 
tions lead to a spread of disorder on the West bank of 
the Jordan, we shall promptly take steps to quash it,” stated 
Israeli Defence Minister S. Peres. 

As an intended provocation the Gush Emunim — ultra¬ 
right extreme religious organization — staged a two-day 
march of several thousand fanatics demanding that the 
construction of militarized Jewish settlements be commenced 
in the occupied Arab territory, so as to perpetuate there the 
rule of Israel. A United Press International Agency cor¬ 
respondent corroborated the openly provocative character 
of the march when he reported that its participants had 
been advised to take along firearms and musical instruments. 
A number of jeeps with Israeli soldiers accompanied the 
marchers and were ready to “protect” them, too. 

The population on the West bank of the Jordan respond¬ 
ed with mass demonstrations of protest. Then the Israeli 
leaders gave the order to open fire, killing and wounding 
many demonstrators, and large numbers were arrested. 

Discrimination against Arabs also affects the distribu¬ 
tion of apartments, and is rife in the spheres of public 
education and municipal services. Knesset Member S. Aloni 
stated that a comparative analysis of the local municipalities 
in 1974-1975 in the Arab and Jewish sectors “shows with 
perfect evidence that the Arab sector is subject to severe 
discrimination.” 90 000 residents in the Arab countryside 
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are provided with as much fresh water as one Jewish 
village; there is still no electricity in a number of Arab 
rural areas. 

It is characteristic that Zionist leaders also point out 
that a considerable portion of the Israeli population is depriv¬ 
ed of any rights. Former Deputy Minister, onetime Secreta¬ 
ry-General of the Israel Labor Party A. Eliav published 
a book, The Ladder of Israel in which he wrote: “there are 
a million people in this country who are not Israeli citizens, 
Palestinian Arabs in the occupied territories, who are depriv¬ 
ed of all their rights; there are half a million Israeli Arabs 
who live in a state of constant fear; and one million Israeli 
Jews, basically of Eastern descent, who feel they are in 
everybody's way.” 

Israel is a small and economically weak country. “Mo¬ 
dern Israel,” admits Zionist publicist M. Hillel, “consumes 
four times as much as it produces.” The country lives on 
credit while being sucked deeper and deeper into the swamp 
of economic and financial debt. In 1975 alone, for example, 
Israel’s foreign debit exceeded 8 000 000 000 dollars — twice 
as much as in 1973. 

World imperialism and international Zionism grant Is¬ 
rael constant material and military aids. Long-term credits 
and gratuitous assistance from the governments of the big¬ 
gest imperialist powers, as well as foreign investments, do¬ 
nations from various Zionist organizations, the influx of 
valuable commodities from occupied territories, the sale 
there of Israeli goods, etc., are the sources of the permanent 
monetary flow to Israel. Constant aid is also provided by the 
United States. “Relationships between the US and Israeli 
ruling circles,” states the Summary Report of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Israel to the 17th 
Party Congress, “are determined in the first place by their 
general positions in the global warfare between imperialism 
and socialism.” 

The United States is interested in retaining its positions 
in the Middle East, where Israel acts as a champion of its 
neocolonialist policy. US historian G. Campbell openly recog¬ 
nized that Israel had been called upon to play the decisive 
role in reaching the major objective in the Middle East — 
“curbing the growing might of the USSR.” 

The US sells Israel a variety of modern armaments, 
including missiles designed to carry both conventional and 
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nuclear warheads. Israel has recently started developing its 
own nuclear weapons in collaboration with American ex¬ 
perts. 

Apart from granting credits, loans and arms supplies, 
American monopolies also facilitate the development of the 
Israeli economy, making large investments in the construc¬ 
tion and expansion of industrial, transportation and agricul¬ 
tural projects. 

Those backstage of the US military and industrial comp¬ 
lex fully support and encourage international Zionism with 
its racist ideology, policy and actions aimed against peace, 
security and detente. Their proteges in Congress approve 
the most reactionary moves proposed by pro-Zionist and pro- 
Israeli circles. As US Senator W. Fulbright admitted: “Each 
time the Senate deals with a question of interest to the Is¬ 
raelites — and I have several times brought up such ques¬ 
tions due to various reasons — the Israelites appear to 
have 75 to 80 votes (out of the hundred possible — author)." 

American official representatives at the United Nations 
also support Israel’s reactionary and racist policy. It is 
common knowledge that they, and no one else, voted against 
the UN Resolution condemning Zionism as a form of racism. 
They also back up Israel in its struggle against the Arab 
countries and the PLO. 

Hence, “had it not been for American support,” declared 
M. Vilner, Secretary-General of the CC of the Communist 
Party of Israel, in his speech at the 24th CPSU Congress, 
“the Israeli rulers would not have been able to continue 
their predatory politics, and it would have long been possible 
to establish a just peace between Israel and the Arab states, 
based on respect for the legitimate rights of all nations and 
states, including the Arab people of Palestine and the peo¬ 
ple of Israel.” 

The international communist movement is opposed on 
principle to imperialism and Zionism. Taking as their basis 
the Marxist-Leninist teaching pertaining to the national ques¬ 
tion, as well as the experience of the international revolu¬ 
tionary movement, the fraternal parties expose the anti- 
scientific and profoundly reactionary racist nature of the 
Zionist ideology and policy. The 1969 International Confer¬ 
ence of Communist and Workers’ Parties called upon all 
honest people of the planet to struggle against the “misan¬ 
thropic ideology and practice of racism.., against race and 
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national discrimination, Zionism and anti-Semitism which 
an' boosted by the capitalist reactionary forces and are used 
by them politically to disorientate the masses.” 

The Communist Party of Israel actively opposes the pro¬ 
racist domestic policy of the Tel Aviv rulers. Zionist politics 
in the capitalist countries, assert the resolutions of the 17th 
Congress of the Communist Party of Israel, help the forces 
of reaction, racism and anti-Semitism. Therefore, any kind 
of support to the Zionist policy does not serve the genuine 
national interests of the working Jews, it is directly aimed 
against them. ‘‘In Israel itself,” notes M. Vilner, Secretary- 
General of the CC of the Communist Party of Israel, “the 
spirit of Zionism is hostile to the interests of the working 
masses. It sets Jewish workers apart, sowing in their midst 
the seeds of distrust toward their Arab class brothers and 
funnelling the flames of chauvinism and nationalist preju¬ 
dices. At the same time, it counteracts the national libera¬ 
tion of the Israeli people from the yoke of foreign capital 
and imperialist dependence.” 

The Communist Party of Israel has developed a program 
for a Democratic Anti-Imperialist Front, which includes the 
following provisions: 

“...defending the rights and vital interests of the working 
class and the popular masses; 

“...putting an end to repressions and national discrimi¬ 
nation, granting the Israeli Arab population equality, and 
justly solving the problem of Arab Palestinian refugees; 

“...protecting democratic freedoms and waging a struggle 
for their expansion.” 

The Communist Party of Israel has also been fighting 
constantly for the nullification of all laws and governmental 
decrees which discriminate against the country’s Arab popu¬ 
lation, and for the complete liquidation of the military and 
police administration in the Arab districts. The communists 
also oppose the confiscation of Arab lands and the banish¬ 
ment of the fellaheen from their plots of land, while support¬ 
ing the return of land to the Arab refugees who have 
been chased off their plots and forbidden to live in their 
home villages. 

The program of the Communist Party of Israel also 
includes demands for the equalization of wages and working 
conditions of the Jewish and Arab workers, that Arab set¬ 
tlements be completely municipalized and provided with 
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adequate living conditions, and that Israeli Arab citizens 
take an equal part in the central and local administrational 
apparatuses. Israeli communists loudly condemn the dis¬ 
crimination against Jews — those coming from African and 
Asian countries — and demand equality for them. 

The Communist Party of Israel is conducting a concerted 
campaign against the prevalence of the clerics and religious 
fanatics, for the annulment of racist laws, and for the 
passing of a law on civil marriage and divorce. It exposes 
the malignant anti-Sovietism of Zionists, condemns their sub¬ 
versive activities against the USSR and the entire Socialist 
Community, and denounces the ties of Zionist leaders with 
the dark forces of reaction, including neo-fascists of all 
types. 

According to a statement by M. Vilner, the Communist 
Party of Israel steadfastly insists that the “Jewish ques¬ 
tion — i. e., freeing the Jewish masses from national oppres¬ 
sion and rooting out anti-Semitism — can be finally solved 
only after the elimination of the class foundations of racism 
and anti-Semitism, that is to say following the victory of so¬ 
cialism.” The above statement is of exceptional significance. 
It must be remembered that the yoke of racism is also the 
hard lot of American Negroes, Mexicans and Indians; Asians 
and West Indians in Great Britain; African and Turkish 
workers in most West European countries; aborigines in 
Australia and Maoris in New Zealand; and a considerable 
part of the Israeli population. 

Race discrimination is opposed by all the progressive 
forces of our planet. It is significant that racism has been 
condemned by the United Nations. In 1973, the UN General 
Assembly adopted a program of action to combat racism 
and racial discrimination. That same year the UN seconded 
the USSR-proposed International Convention on the Suppres¬ 
sion and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. 1974 was 
declared the Year of Struggle Against Racism. The 30th 
Session of the UN General Assembly has passed several 
new resolutions condemning different forms of racism. One 
of them qualified Zionism as a form of racism and race dis¬ 
crimination. 

Having expressed support of the important document 
exposing Zionism as a racist and imperialist ideology aimed 
against human rights, delegates from a number of countries 
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strongly denounced the policy of Israeli ruling circles, and 
theii plundering of Arab territories. 

The Resolution of the UN General Assembly condemning 
Zionism as a form of racial discrimination is of internation¬ 
al importance for the struggle against all manifestations 
of racism. It was stressed during the Session of the UN 
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination held 
in April 1976 that it was necessary for all the states and 
respective UN bodies to co-ordinate their efforts in the 
struggle to root out racism. Session participants also urged 
all the states to accept the International Convention on the 
Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination, which 
currently involves 88 countries throughout the world. 

Zionist ideologists met the UN General Assembly reso¬ 
lution with open hostility, lamenting that the document was 
a manifestation of anti-Semitism. In reality their attitude 
was a conscious falsification of the facts, a purposeful dis¬ 
tortion of two notions — anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism. 

However the situation may be presented by Zionists, the 
condemnation of racist ideology and policy nonetheless is of 
principal importance. Apart from everything else, the Re¬ 
solution serves as an expose of the imperialist aides of 
Zionism who grant it political, financial and military sup¬ 
port; it is also fresh evidence of the ever growing isolation 
of Israel in the world arena. 


Geopolitics — a Manifestation of Racism 
in Tel Aviv’s 
Foreign Policy 

The ideologists of Zionism have planned to set up a “bib¬ 
lical state” from the moment they conceived their doctrine, 
promising the Jews a “land without people.” By the end 
of the 19th century, however, there were almost no free 
territories left. The land, once “promised” to the Hebrews, 
which they had left under pressure from the Roman conque¬ 
rors some 2000 years ago, settling in different countries, 
was not theirs for the taking either. 

In resolving the question of setting up a Jewish state, 
the racial character of Zionism took on the most ignomin¬ 
ious form of manifestations. Although there were different 
territories to choose from for the Jewish State (Latin Amer¬ 
ica, Eastern Europe, Uganda), Palestine was their final 
choice. It was then that the Zionists espoused the notorious 
idea of Lebensraum (“living space”), which in the 20th 
century all kinds of invaders have employed to justify their 
most aggressive acts. Zionism, as a form of racism, took the 
road of genocide. 

According to the Convention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, adopted by the UN 
General Assembly in December 1949, genocide is understood 
as actions undertaken with the aim of exterminating (wholly 
or partially) a national, ethnic, racial or religious group. 
Specifically, murder, inflicting grave bodily injuries, and 
purposefully creating living conditions meant physically to 
destroy, in whole or in part, some or other group of the 
population, etc., are also to be regarded as manifestations 
of genocide. For many years the Israeli aggressors have been 
resorting to such actions against the Arab population. In 
doing so, they followed the reactionary bourgeois doctrine 
of geopolitics, which justifies aggressive foreign policies “for 
reasons of Lebensraum .” 
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The unscientific nature of geopolitics lies in the attempts 
of its exponents to prove that the foreign policy of this or 
that state depends on its geographical location, climate, na¬ 
tural resources, etc. Concealed behind the pseudo-scientific 
principles of geopolitics is the policy of imperialist colonial¬ 
ism-seizing foreign territories, enslaving and plundering 
other nations. Geopolitics is used by Zionists to justify the 
idea of setting up the state of ‘‘Greater Israel.” They also 
propagate the theory that in the distant past the Judaic 
State stretched from the Nile to the Euphrates and that the 
Palestinian land is allegedly a “natural Jewish land.” This 
obvious falsification is intended to prove that the Arab po¬ 
pulation has no right to live in Palestine. 

In reality, the territory of Palestine has from the earliest 
times been populated by various tribes — Sumerians, Semi¬ 
tes, Hurrians and Cannaites. The Israelites, as a tribe, are 
first mentioned in 1230 B. C., in one of the Egyptian chro¬ 
nicles. In the next century the Hebrew tribes settled mainly 
in the north of Palestine, occupying a territory of about 
12 000—14 000 sq. kilometers. Arab tribes also lived in the 
Palestinian lands at that time. 

The Palestinian problem arose as the result of the milita¬ 
ry, political and economic expansion in the Middle East con¬ 
ducted by the Jewish bourgeoisie, in line with the reactionary 
racial program of Zionism in which Palestine was proclaimed 
the “historical homeland of the Jews.” Such a policy was 
in every way supported by imperialist states, but it. natu¬ 
rally, met with opposition from the Palestinian Arabs, who 
composed nine-tenths of the local inhabitants. Indignation 
increased as Zionists continued openly to proclaim that 
Palestine was only for the Jews, and that only one state 
could be set up on its territory — a Jewish one. 

The stepping up of the national-liberation movement 
after World War II forced Great Britain to terminate its 
mandate in Palestine. Under the then prevailing circum¬ 
stances, it was expedient to set up a two-state system, based 
on federalism, which would ensure Arabs and Jews equal 
rights. Such was the policy of the Soviet Union, which is 
true to the principles of the equality and self-determination 
of nations. This policy, however, did not exclude the division 
of Palestine into two states — Arab and Jewish — if should 
prove impossible otherwise to end hostilities between the 
nations concerned, these hostilities being ignited by the impe¬ 
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rialists. As a result of the debate on the Palestinian prob¬ 
lem at the UN (November 29, 1947) the majority of votes, 
including those cast by the USSR and the USA, passed 
a resolution setting up two independent states — Arab 
(11 700 sq. kilometers) and Jewish (14100 sq. kilometers). 
Jerusalem and the surrounding territory were to become 
a separate administrative enclave with a population of 
205 000 (105 000 Arabs and 100 000 Jews). 

The population of the territory determined by the UN 
Resolution for the state of Israel was forty-five percent 
Arab. Speaking at the United Nations, Zionist leaders put 
their hands on their hearts and promised they would pre¬ 
serve the rights of both the Jewish and Arab population. 
“We,” confirmed Ben-Gurion, later elected Prime Minister 
of Israel, “will treat our Arab and other non-Jewish neighb¬ 
ors in exactly the same manner as we treat our Jews. 
We will ensure that they preserve their Arab character, lan¬ 
guage, culture, religion and the way of life, just as we 
shall do everything possible to raise their living standards.” 
But the Zionists continued to ignite hostility between 
Jews and Arabs. What was more, Zionists began demand¬ 
ing that Palestine become a Jewish state. 

As early as 1948, while in the process of forming the 
state of Israel, Zionists unleashed an aggressive war 
against the Arab nations. Israel illegally annexed 
almost 7000 sq. kilometers to its territory, which, according 
to the UN Resolution, belonged to the Arab Palestinian 
State. In 1949, a cease-fire was announced between Israel 
and the Arab states. Israel, however, refused to return the 
illegally occupied Arab lands. Moreover, she pointed out 
that the line of cease-fire did not satisfy her. One of the 
Israeli warlords, M. Dayan, stated: “We are ready to fight 
the Arabs a third, fourth, seventh and eighth time.” This 
brazen Zionist and extremist was the co-author of the 1956- 
1957 Strategics Plan for the Army of Israel. The plan “sub¬ 
stantiated” the need for Israel to conduct “preventive war¬ 
fare” against the Arab countries, and in October 1956 the 
world witnessed the triple anti-Egyptian aggression of Great 
Britain, France and Israel. 

In subsequent years, international Zionism, supported 
and aided by imperialist reaction, took steps to expand the 
Israeli military potential. This made it possible for the Tel 
Aviv rulers to plunge into fresh hostilities in June of 1967 — 
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which went down in history as the “Six-Day War.” Having 
started the war, the Israeli invaders attempted to show the 
Arab nations as the aggressor. With this aim in mind they 
launched campaigns in the press, over the radio and TV, 
and at the UN. In the words of Jacques Duclos, a prominent 
figure in the world communist movement, “All this was 
being done with undisguised racial hatred.” 

During the Six-Day War Israeli aggressors seized a 
large area of the Sinai Penninsula and Gaza Strip, the 
West bank of the Jordan, the Arab part of Jerusalem, the 
Golan Heights near Damascus and the Sharm-ash-Shaykh 
region. The total area occupied by Israeli militarists was 
63000 sq. kilometers, which is four times that of Israel 
herself. Close to 1500000 Palestinians were chased out of 
their traditional homelands, robbed of their belongings, homes 
and land. A special UN commission, having studied the cir¬ 
cumstances connected with the Israeli expansion, concluded 
that Israel was conducting a conscious and deliberate policy 
aimed at annihilating the Arab population. 

In October 1973, Israel started war against Egypt and 
Syria for the fourth time, but met with an adequate resis¬ 
tance in these countries, whose armed forces not only beat 
off Israeli offensives, but ventured counterattacks and freed 
a considerable part of the occupied areas. 

Nonetheless. Israeli troops still hold the territory seized 
during the “Six-Day War” in 1967. Israeli Prime Minister 
Yitzhak Rabin never tired of repeating that his government 
had no intentions of revising its positions in the Middle 
East settlement, and that it would not retreat — i. e. that it 
would not withdraw troops from the Israeli-occupied Arab 
territories. 

Tel Aviv’s pro-Zionist circles stage provocations against 
Lebanon in support of the reactionary forces striving to 
destroy anti-imperialist, progressive regimes in the Arab 
countries. 

World Zionism, in accord with the Israeli government, 
does not recognize the legitimate rights of the Palestinian 
Arabs to set up their independent state. They are hostile to 
the Palestinian national liberation movement and organize 
provocations against it. This is proof that Zionism is un¬ 
willing to acknowledge the legitimate rights of the entire 
nation. 
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The aspirations of the Palestinian people to national 
independence and sovereignty, to the establishment of their 
own state are presented by Zionists as anti-Semitism, as 
actions against Israel. In his speech at the 29th Session of 
the UN General Assembly Chairman of the Executive 
Committee of the Palestine Liberation Movement Y. Arafat 
stated that the movement has never resorted to racial or 
religious pejudices just as it has never spoken out against 
the Jews as human beings. Instead, it has always directed its 
activities only against Zionism and undisguised aggression. 
“We are fighting,” said Y. Arafat, “so that Jews, Christians 
and Muslims can live under equal conditions, enjoy the same 
rights and undertake equal obligations, free from racial 
or religious discrimination.” 

After the 1907 aggression 40 militarized settlements 
were built on the occupied Arab territories, and new ones are 
being built oven today. Tel Aviv has spent 800 000 000 Is¬ 
raeli pounds on “developing” the occupied lands. Israeli 
ruling circles are unashamedly trying to perpetuate their 
power over the occupied territories. Prime Minister Rabin 
announced that the settlements built on the Golan Heights 
will never be liquidated, nor will they change hands, and 
that the land under the Israeli settlements will remain in 
their possession. The governmental plan to build industrial 
enterprises in the outskirts of Jerusalem, Hebron and other 
Israeli-occupied Arab towns testified that Israel intends to 
preserve her positions on Arab territories. 

Israeli Minister of Foreign Affairs Yigal Allon in Novem¬ 
ber 1975 (only a few days after the adoption of two UN 
General Assembly Resolutions confirming the legitimate 
rights of the Arab people in Palestine) went so far as to 
state in an interview with the Belgian newspaper Le Soir 
that the Palestinians, historically, had never existed. And 
Rabin, on a tour in April 1976 of 16 Israeli militarized 
settlements on the West bank of the Jordan, stated that “Is¬ 
rael considers the Jordan an important security frontier. The 
government is building these settlements and will continue 
doing so; these settlements have been built not to be given up.” 

The Communist Party of Israel is actively fighting the 
racism and extremism of the foreign policy course of the 
pro-Zionist Israeli government. “Until national rights are 
granted to the Arab people in Palestine and peace reigns 
in this area,” reads the Report of the CC of the Communist 
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Party of Israel to the 18th Congress (December 1976), “wo 
are faced with the danger of a new Israeli-Arab war out¬ 
break. Experience confirms that the occupation can be ended 
and peace reached in the interests of all the nations con¬ 
cerned not through collaboration with the US imperialist 
circles, but through a struggle against imperialism and its 
lackeys in the Middle East. Israel must withdraw her troops 
from all the Arab territories occupied during the June 1907 
war and respect the rights of the Arab people in Palestine 
to self-determination to form an independent state alongside 
the State of Israel.” 

The Communist Party of Israel condemns Tel Aviv's 
extremist policy against Lebanon. “We,” stated the 18th 
Congress of the Communist Party of Israel, "demand an 
immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops from the Lebanese 
frontier, and an end to the threats against Lebanon.” 

The consistent internationalist policy of the Communist 
Party of Israel is being supported by fraternal Marxist- 
Leninist parlies. As in all political questions, noted General 
Secretary of the Communist Party. USA, Gus Hall, there 
is a class approach to the ‘Jewish question’. There is a 
working class and bourgeoisie. The working class looks upon 
Israel as a historical reality that should be recognized by 
all. But it rejects and condemns Israeli aggression and ex¬ 
pansion without any reservations. It understands and recog¬ 
nizes national pride, but rejects bourgeois nationalism, chau¬ 
vinism in all its forms and manifestations. It rejects and 
condemns all the concepts of imperialism and anti-Sovietism. 
It calls for a stop to imperialist US and Israeli aggression. 

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union analyzes and 
evaluates developments in the Middle East from the stand¬ 
point of class and Parly principles. True to the principles 
of peaceful coexistence, the USSR invariably condemns the 
aggressive acts of any state. This determines its point of 
view on the Middle East crisis. The June (1967) Plenum 
of the CPSU Central Committee passed a special Resolution 
“On the Policy of the Soviet Union in Connection with Is¬ 
raeli Aggression in the Middle East.” The Resolution con¬ 
demns the extremist policy of the Israeli government and 
contains the statement that the USSR will “strive for an 
immediate and unconditional withdrawal of aggressive troops 
from the occupied territories to the cease-fire line, and for 
the proper compensation for losses inflicted upon the United 
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Arab Republic, Syria and Jordan." This stand was again 
confirmed in the Resolutions of the April (1968) Plenum of 
the CC of the CPSU “On pressing problems of the interna¬ 
tional situation and struggle of the CPSU to unite the world 
communist movement.” The Statement by the 24th CPSU 
Congress “For a Just and Lasting Peace in the Middle East” 
reads: “It is the duty of all peace forces to join efforts in 
curbing the Israeli aggressors, and compel them to respect 
the universally accepted standards of international life and 
the legitimate rights of the Arab states, and to withdraw 
their troops from the captured Arab territories.” 

The Report of the CPSU Central Committee to the 25th 
CPSU Congress stressed that the danger of war in the Middle 
East will persist as long as Israeli troops remain in the 
occupied areas. “It will persist as long as the hundreds of 
thousands of Palestinians driven from their land arc deprived 
of their legitimate rights and live in appalling conditions, 
and as long as the Arab people of Palestine are denied the 
possibility to create their own national state. For Middle East 
peace to be lasting, the security of all states of the region 
and their right to independent existence and development 
must be guaranteed.” 

The Soviet Union has expressed its readiness to partici¬ 
pate in international guarantees for the security and inviola¬ 
bility of the frontiers of all the Middle East states, either 
within the UN framework or on some other basis. It is 
also prepared to participate in tackling such problems as 
ending the arms race in this region. 

The Soviet Union believes that the Geneva Peace Con¬ 
ference on the Middle East should play an important part in 
the settlement of the Middle East conflict. The USSR 
believes that the sides concerned, including the PLO as a 
representative of the Arab people of Palestine, should take 
part in the conference. 

In the meantime the United States openly stands by 
Israel, determined to prevent PLO representatives from 
participating in the Geneva Peace Conference on the Middle 
East. This is one more manifestation of the racist character 
of the imperialist and Zionist policies toward the Arabs of 
Palestine conducted by Washington and Tel Aviv. They 
openly disregard the true aspiration of the three-niillion 
Arabs of Palestine to reestablish their statehood, despite the 
fact that the United Nations has confirmed the right of the 
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Palestinian people to form their own state on their own 
territory and that the Palestine Liberation Organization has 
been widely recognized as the legitimate representative of 
this nation and enjoys the support of its people in the 
Israeli-occupied areas. 

The USSR's stand in the Middle East crisis was confirm¬ 
ed in a statement by the Soviet Government published on 
April 29. 1976: “The conflict situation in the Middle Easl 
is fraught by the danger of a new military explosion. The 
effect of this situation is that the aggressor continues to 
reap the fruits of his criminal policy with impunity, while 
the lawful interests and rights of the victims of aggression 
are being further flouted. It is clear that there can be no 
stability and no tranquility in the Middle East on such a ba¬ 
sis.” Simultaneously, the Statement emphasizes that the 
Soviet Union has not and cannot have any prejudices 
against any of the countries in the Middle East “includ¬ 
ing Israel, if the latter abandons its policy of aggression 
and takes the road of peace and good-neighbourly relations 
with the Arabs.” 

The Ukrainian SSR is conducting a vigorous campaign 
against Israeli aggression and to ensure that the Palestinians 
receive their legitimate rights. At a meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Pa¬ 
lestinian People set up by the 30th Session of the UN Gener¬ 
al Assembly, Ukraine’s representative stated: “We consid¬ 
er as inadmissible the present situation whereby, as a result 
of Israeli aggression, the Arabs of Palestine have been reduc¬ 
ed to the state of refugees, deprived of their inalienable 
rights, including the right to self-determination and state¬ 
hood. Our delegation supported and will continue to sup¬ 
port the indisputable right of the Palestinians to return im¬ 
mediately to their homes, land and property. A guarantee 
of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian Arabs can only 
be possible after the solution of the Palestinian problem, 
which is to be regarded as primarily a political aspect and 
component of the entire Middle East settlement.” 

Progressive forces all over the world highly evaluate the 
Soviet Union’s contribution to the regulation of the Middle 
East conflict. “Our Party,” said Ramo Sheiko, member of the 
Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Syria, in his speech at the 25th CPSU Congress, 
“wholly supports the Soviet proposals that the solution of 


46 


the Middle East problem should begin with the complete 
withdrawal of Israeli troops from the occupied territories 
and by ensuring the Arabs of Palestine their legitimate 
rights. We also resolutely support the Soviet Union’s propos¬ 
al to the Geneva Conference.” 

The PLO greetings sent to the 25th CPSU Congress and 
signed by Y. Arafat read: “We highly value the consider¬ 
able assistance rendered by your great country to the Arab 
nations, which has enabled us to gain notable victories over 
imperialism and Zionism. We also highly value your support 
for the Palestinians in their just struggle and for all other 
nations and national liberation movements, making it pos¬ 
sible for our people to continue their struggle against impe¬ 
rialism and Zionism and their local agents.” 

The 60th Session of the UN Economic and Social Coun¬ 
cil took place in New York in April 1976. It discussed the 
question of the implementation of the Program for the 
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimi¬ 
nation. During the debates, representatives from the People’s 
Democratic Republic of Yemen, Algeria, Jordan, Syria and 
the PLO resolutely condemned Zionism. The American repre¬ 
sentative once again demonstrated that the United States 
supports the aggressive policy of Tel Aviv. 

The racial, anti-communist and anti-humane ideology, 
and the policy and practices of world Zionism are compre¬ 
hensively supported by imperialist circles and counterrevolu¬ 
tionary forces. But this is not surprising. From the very 
beginning of its existence the racial and anti-humane activ¬ 
ities of Zionism have been in accordance with those of the 
most reactionary forces. This fact is pointed out in the 
Resolutions of the 17th Congress of the Communist Party 
of Israel. In their struggle against Communism and socialist 
countries, reads the Resolution, Zionist organizations “col¬ 
laborate with fascist and anti-Semitic organizations, with 
White Guard emigres — those who ran away from the Oc¬ 
tober Revolution, and with former Nazi henchmen, who fled 
westward to escape just retribution.” 

As we leaf through the pages of history, we will soon 
see that Zionists began their activities by attempting to win 
the support of imperialist governments. Theodor Herzl, the 
“Grandfather” of Zionism, repeatedly urged the governments 
of Germany, Great Britain, Russia and other countries 
to promote the development of the Zionist movement. In his 
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letter to Pleve of December 1, 1903, Herzl wrote that he 
would ‘iike to encourage Zionist ideas in Russia, because 
should the Israelites busy themselves with these questions, 
they would be less sensitive to the temptations of socialism,” 
Neither did Zionists draw the line at collaborating with the 
Monarchists and the Black Hundred. 

After the victory of the Great October Socialist Revolu¬ 
tion in 1917, Zionists allied themselves with the enemies of 
Soviet power. D. Pasmanik was a minister in the govern¬ 
ments of Denikin and Wrangel. He was also a friend of 
Boris Savinkov, a bitter enemy of Soviet power and fully 
accepted the clauses of the Oath of Savinkov’s Nation¬ 
al Union for the Defense of the Motherland and Freedom. 
The Oath demanded that each member of the Union hinder 
Soviet management and destroy the foundation of the power 
of communists — where possible by open warfare, and 
otherwise by any underhand or subversive means. I. Pasma¬ 
nik pursued this end with dedication. Zionists Goldmann and 
Revutsky were members of the Central Rada (Council) and 
the government of Hetman Skoropadsky, and Jabotinsky 
served Petlyura. Zionists also sought refuge in Makhno’s 
gangs. 

In the 1920s Zionists entered an alliance with Mussolini 
and others who helped Hitler in his rise to power. 

Fascist ideologists, notorious for their pathological anti- 
Semitism, nevertheless expressed sympathy with the Zionist 
movement. Anthropologist and racist G. Gunter wrote that 
“a worthy solution of the Jewish question lies in separating 
the Jews from the non-Jews, and this is precisely what 
Zionists are after.” Another fascist obscurantist F. Lents 
claimed that “the Zionist movement, which takes the unity 
of all Jews, according to parentage and blood, as the basis 
of their common destiny, will bring salvation to the Jewish 
people.” 

Zionist organizations, as revealed during the trial of the 
Zionist leader Kastner in a Jerusalem court in 1955, per¬ 
formed considerable services for the Nazis. During World 
War II Zionist organizations supplied the Nazi armies with 
weapons, collaborated with the fascists in suppressing the 
resistance movements in Europe, and fed the Gestapo inform¬ 
ation about Jewish partisans. 

At present Zionist organizations and the Tel Aviv rulers 
maintain close contacts with the racist regime in the Repub' 


48 


lie of South Africa. While approving these ties, the U. S. 
imperialists regard the Republic of South Africa and Israel 
as “outposts of the West in the stand against communism,” 
against those nations fighting colonialism and neocolonialism 
and striving to achieve national freedom and social progress. 

World Zionism fully supports the apartheid policy of the 
pro-fascist government of the Republic of South Africa 
designed to oppress its indigenous population. The main idea 
of this policy consists in “the segregation of all non-white 
races, which must develop separately and under white 
leadership,” and is implemented in a series of racial laws 
currently effective in the Republic of South Africa. Accord¬ 
ing to these laws, Africans and coloreds are forbidden to 
live in white districts or be given jobs reserved for the white 
(“hard jobs are for the blacks”); neither are they admitted 
membership in “white” trade unions, nor can they demand 
just payments for the work they do. Mixed marriages are 
outlawed and non-whites are forbidden to move about the 
country without a special pass, and so on. 

Both Israel and the Republic of South Africa are oppos¬ 
ed to the national liberation movements in Africa and the 
Arab world. They collaborate with Rhodesia, with the forces 
of world reaction and with neocolonialism. Israel and the 
Republic of South Africa together kindled the flame of the 
fratricidal war in the south of Sudan, supported the Biafran 
rebels, and spurred on the conflict between the “black” 
Africans and Arabs, the Muslims and the non-Muslims. 
South African troops proved to be involved in the interven¬ 
tion against Angola. 

The Prime Minister of the Republic of South Africa, 
B. J. Vorster, visited Israel at the beginning of 1976. 
The visit began with an inspection of military sites — spe¬ 
cifically, a plant manufacturing the Kfir jet fighter-bombers 
and the naval base in Sharm-ash-Shaykh in Israeli-occupied 
Arab territory. The talks between representatives of the two 
racist states also covered the question of joint struggle 
against African and Arab liberation movements. Israel 
promised to supply the Republic of South Africa with arma¬ 
ments and military instructors. The Republic of South Afri¬ 
ca, in turn, undertook to increase shipments of strategic raw 
materials to Israel, including uranium, which created a 
real opportunity to develop a joint Zionist-racialist nuclear 
arms industry. 
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The new agreements between Israel and the Republic of 
South Africa show that the two racist states have mapped 
out a strategy for suppressing the liberation struggle of na¬ 
tions in Africa and the Arab East by combining their indus¬ 
trial and military potential. 

Such was Tel Aviv’s policy in Latin America. Israel sold 
a large shipment of arms to Honduras and Salvador. In tho 
first half of 1976 Salvador received different types of ar¬ 
maments from Israel, including jets, to the tune of 50 000 000 
dollars. Tel Aviv also sold arms to the reactionary regimes 
in Guatemala and Nicaragua. The Costa Rican newspaper 
Libertad , commenting on the Israeli shipments of arms to 
Latin America, stated that Tel Aviv could not have shipped 
arms to these countries without the agreement of the U. S. 
government. The Pentagon, stressed the newspaper, used 
Israel to reach goals which the United States could not 
possibly have ventured by itself. 

Of late, Israeli military assistance to the Pinochet Junta 
in Chile has increased. For example, Tel Aviv supplied the 
Chilean military-fascist regime with Shaffir air-to-air mis¬ 
siles. The Rabin administration openly supports the aggres¬ 
sive, extremist policy of the Chilean reactionary forces 
against the progressive regimes in Latin America. 

In their present struggle against socialism and all the 
world revolutionary forces, Zionist ideologists are also bank¬ 
ing on the treacherous nature of various kinds of bourgeois 
nationalism, on the subversive and separatist actions of 
right and left revisionism, and on mercenaries who have 
escaped from countries where socialist revolutions have taken 
place. There are close ties between the Zionist leadership 
and Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism, whose adherents are 
united by common ideology, politics, racial practices, nation¬ 
alism and anti-Sovietism. Operating as a united front they 
take a very active part in ideological and political subver¬ 
sions of imperialism, fomenting anti-Soviet hysteria, publish¬ 
ing anti-communist literature, and using foreign radio 
stations for propaganda against the USSR and other coun¬ 
tries of the socialist community. 

Zionism is therefore an active weapon in the fight of 
world imperialism against the democratic forces in countries 
of the Middle East and Africa. It also combines elements 
of bourgeois ideology and the antipopular attempts of reac¬ 
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tionary groups in countries that have liberated themselves 
from the colonial yoke. 

History had proved, however, that the forces of reaction, 
even when they have mobilized all their efforts, are unable 
to withstand those of peace, democracy and socialism, be¬ 
cause the latter reflect the vital interests of the working 
class, the larger part of humanity, who are struggling for 
peace, freedom and progress. 





Zionists — Falsifiers of 
Soviet Reality 

The deliberate falsification of Marxism-Leninism, of the 
policy ami goals of communist parties, and slander against 
the socialist system are an integral part of Zionist propa¬ 
ganda. They exert themselves to distort the Leninist theory 
and program on the national question and the character of 
national relations in the USSR. At the same time, Zionists 
accuse communists and the Soviet system of racism, nation¬ 
alism and chauvinism — that is, everything inherent to 
their own ideology, policy and practice. Let us not forget 
that Zionists met the Great October Socialist Revolution 
with undisguised hostility. Below are but a few examples. 

As soon as October 26, 1917, the Zionist Central Com¬ 
mittee in a specially adopted resolution described the Octo¬ 
ber Revolution as a “criminal offense against the rights of 
the people." This “offense,” in their interpretation, consisted, 
first and foremost, in the Revolution’s failure to solve the 
national question, and in the Soviet system alleged continu¬ 
ation of the tsarist policy towards non-Russian peoples, 
including the Jews. Zionist casuists took up the anti-com¬ 
munist argument that self-determination of nations and their 
right to political separation were nothing more than a tacti¬ 
cal slogan for V. I. Lenin. Zionists claimed that after the 
victory of the October Revolution V. I. Lenin did not 
intend to put into practice the right of nations to self-de¬ 
termination, supplementing their claim by alleging that the 
Soviet power did not recognize Jewish self-determination. 

Once again Zionists took (and continue to take) their 
racial ideology as the point of departure for their approach 
to the self-determination of nations. After the victory of the 
October Revolution they demanded that the Soviet authori¬ 
ties implement the program for Jewish “self-determination,” 
adopted in May 1917 by the 7th All-Russian Congress of 
Zionists. The program was based on the racial and nationa¬ 
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list idea of giving Russian Jews “the right to self-determi¬ 
nation in all spheres of national life” by setting up a sys¬ 
tem of Jewish councils headed by a Central Council. Accord¬ 
ing to Zionists, these councils should have powers to super¬ 
vise culture and education, religious matters, socio-economic 
assistance, health care, the regulation of emigration and im¬ 
migration of Jews, and the jewish national budget. The 
All-Russian Council, according to Zionists, should also have 
the authority in general Jewish matters to establish direct 
relations with institutions and organizations in other count¬ 
ries. 

In essence, the Zionists planned to set up their own 
slate in Soviet Russia on a racial basis and completely iso¬ 
late Jews, in direct defiance of the international principles 
of Soviet power, of the fraternal unity of the workers of all 
nationalities in the world’s first socialist state. 

The Zionist fabrications are totally refuted in practice 
by the activities of the Communist Party and Soviet state. 
The Appeal of the 2nd All-Russian Congress of Soviets “ To 
the Workers, Soldiers and Peasants,” written by V. I. Lenin, 
declared that Soviet power would guarantee all the nations 
inhabiting Russia genuine rights to free development and 
self-determination. The Declaration of Flights of the Peoples 
of Russia, published on November 16, 1917, stated that the 
process of liberation of the nations oppressed by tsarism was 
irreversible, and that there could be no return to the policy 
of inciting one nation against another. The Declaration 
proclaimed the equality and sovereignty of the peoples of 
Russia, their rights to free self-determination, including sep¬ 
aration, and to the formation of a sovereign state; abol¬ 
ishment of all national and national-religious privileges and 
restrictions, and the free development of national minorities 
and ethnic groups in Russia. These very principles were 
once again confirmed by the Declaration of Rights of the 
Workers and Exploited Peoples , written by V. I. Lenin and 
adopted by the 3rd All-Russian Congress of Soviets. 

Soviet power simultaneously issued a number of docu¬ 
ments specifying its policy towards the Jewish people. The 
2nd All-Russian Congress of Soviets, which proclaimed the 
victory of the Socialist Revolution in Russia, passed a Re¬ 
solution obliging the local Soviets to take immediate steps 
to prevent anti-revolutionary, anti-Jewish or any other 
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pogroms. “The honor of the workers', peasants' and soldiers’ 
revolution," read the Resolution, “demands that not one 
pogrom be allowed." 

In June 26, 1918, V. I. Lenin wrote an Appeal of the 
Council of People's Commissars to Gubernia Soviets, in 
which he stressed the necessity of taking firm measures 
against anti-Semitism. “In the Russian Federation, where 
the principle of self-determination for all nationalities has 
been proclaimed, there is no place for national oppression," 
reads the document “The Jewish bourgeois is our enemy — 
not as a Jew, but as a bourgeois, whereas the Jewish 
worker is our brother. Any slander against whatever nation 
is inadmissible, criminal and disgraceful." 

The Communist Party propagated on a systematic basis 
its policy towards national minorities, including Jews. Con¬ 
siderable progress in this direction was made by the Jewish 
Department of the RCP(B) and the Commissariat for 
Jewish Affairs under the People's Commissariat of the 
RSFSR for National Affairs. In 1920, a Jewish Department 
was set up at the Central Committee of the Communist 
party (Bolsheviks) of the Ukraine, with corresponding di¬ 
visions in the network of local Party bodies. They organized 
lectures and discussions for the Jewish working people, 
explained the international policy of the Communist Party 
and Soviet power's measures aimed at encouraging the Jew¬ 
ish population to take an active part in the political, 
economic and cultural life of the country. 

Serious attention was paid to exposing the racial-nationa¬ 
listic essence of Zionist ideology, which openly resisted the 
national policy of the Communist Party, and propagated the 
idea of separating Jewry, calling upon the Jews to refuse 
to recognize Soviet power, to take no part in socialist con¬ 
struction and encouraging the idea of emigration, convinc¬ 
ing Russian Jews to leave for Palestine, etc. Zionists in¬ 
sisted that Jewish boys and girls abstain from joining the 
Komsomol and Young Pioneers organizations that were in¬ 
ternationalist in essence 

The Communist Party systematically and consistently 
exposed the racial and anti-Soviet essence of Zionist views 
on Soviet Jewish emigration to Palestine. “Palestinism," 
pointed out the Agitator magazine of the Central Committee 
of the CP(B)U and the Kharkiv District Party Committee, 
“is one of the attempts of the counterrevolution to divert 
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people in the Soviet state from socialist construction, from 
Soviet power and its leader — the Communist Party." 

Soviet Jews did not yield to Zionist propaganda. They, 
like all the other Soviet nations, supported the Leninist 
course of the Communist Party, for they saw that Soviet pow¬ 
er not only proclaimed but was also implementing in prac¬ 
tice and for all the world to see, its internationalist policy 
with regard to the Jews. As a matter of fact, shortly after 
the Great October Revolution Soviet power began to liqui¬ 
date the so-called “Jewish Pale" of prerevolutionary Russia. 
Measures were taken to engage Jewish workers in socialist 
construction, and to improve their economic conditions. In 
1924, a Committee for Agricultural Job Placements for Jews 
(in August 1927 it was renamed the Committee for Agricul 
tural and Industrial Employment of Working Jews) was set 
up under the Presidium of the Soviet of Nationalities of the 
USSR Central Executive Committee. An extremely important 
part in the life of Soviet Jews was played by the Resolu¬ 
tion of the Soviet of People's Commissars of the USSR, 
dated November 22, 1929, “On Measures to Improve the 
Economic Conditions of the Jewish Masses.” In 1934, fol¬ 
lowing a decree of the central Executive Committee of the 
USSR, a Jewish Autonomous Region was formed within the 
Russian Federation. 

Once again Soviet law had confirmed that the Jewish 
people, like all the Soviet nations, nationalities and ethnic 
groups, can take an equal part in the political life, econom¬ 
ic and cultural construction. 

The very fact of Jewish citizens working in the name 
of communism within the family of the Soviet nations does 
not appeal to Zionists. They fraudulently assert that there 
is political discrimination against the Jews in the USSR, 
and that anti-Semitism is inherent to all the Soviet peoples. 
In his article “Jews and Soviet Foreign Policy” G. Morgen- 
tau writes that “anti-Semitism is the inevitable result of 
Marxist ideology.” A. M. Decter claims in his book Jewish 
National Consciousness that “A hostile atmosphere has been 
created in the USSR surrounding the vital activity of the 
Jewish community.” He artificially divides the map of the 
USSR into “Slavic” (the Russian Federation, the Ukraine 
and Byelorussia) and outlying territories, attempting to con¬ 
vince readers that the Jewish population lives in the outly¬ 
ing “territories,” and that the Jews, therefore, allegedly lack 
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the conditions for an all-round development. It is presumably 
for this reason that the Jews living in the USSR are spirit¬ 
ually. culturally and religiously attracted to the Jews in the 
West. 

However, Soviet reality resoundingly negates such fab¬ 
rications by Zionists. “We have built a society of people,” 
L. I. Brezhnev pointed out in his speech at the Berlin 
Conference of Communist and Workers’ Parties of Europe 
in June 1976, “who are equal in the broadest sense of the 
word, people who know neither class, property, race, nor 
any other such privileges, a society which not only proclaims 
human rights, but guarantees the conditions under which 
they can be exercised.” A new historical community — the 
Soviet people — has emerged in the USSR over the years of 
socialist construction, based on the inviolable unity of the 
working class, collective farmers and the intelligentsia, on 
the friendship of all nations and nationalities. Within the 
framework of this new historical community the development 
of nations and nationalities is proceeding along a course 
of rapprochement, fraternal mutual assistance, reciprocal in¬ 
fluence and friendship, and not of increased national hostili¬ 
ty, estrangement and egoism, as is the case under capitalism. 

The adoption of the new Soviet Constitution is fresh evi¬ 
dence of further development of socialist democracy of the 
USSR, article 34 of the Constitution states that “citizens 
of the USSR are equal before the law, without distinction 
of origin, social or property status, race or nationality, sex, 
education, language, attitude to religion, type and nature of 
occupation, domicile, or other status.” 

It is characteristic that the friendship and fraternity 
of all the USSR nations, and their intolerance of national 
and racial hostilities are among the moral principles of all 
true communists. A Soviet citizen — a patriot of his social¬ 
ist homeland and at the same time a dedicated internation¬ 
alist, is repelled by the conceited notion of superiority of 
one nation over another, and the alien, maniacal ideas of 
national or racial exclusiveness. It is only natural therefore 
that national oppression is outlawed in the Soviet Union. 
Article 36 of the USSR Constitution states that “...establish¬ 
ment of direct or indirect privileges on grounds of race or 
nationality, and any advocacy of racial or national exclu¬ 
siveness, hostility or contempt, are punishable by law.” 
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In accordance with Soviet law, Jews, like the members 
of all other nations and nationalities, have the right to live 
where thoy please. Thus, according to the 1970 census, there 
were 807 000 Jews living on the territory of the Russian 
Federation, and 777 000 in the Ukraine. Tens of thousands 
of Jews live in Moscow, Leningrad, Kiev, Minsk, Sverdlovsk, 
Riga and other largo cities of the Soviet Union, whore, as 
members of internationalist collectives, they take an active 
part in the political, economic and cultural life of their ci¬ 
ties. Representatives of other nationalities live and work 
shoulder lo shoulder with the Jews in the Jewish Autono¬ 
mous Region. 

Soviet reality provides graphic evidence that under social¬ 
ism equality, mutual assistance and rapprochement, based 
on proletarian internationalism, are becoming a basic law in 
international relations, and the former estrangement of na¬ 
tions is being completely eradicated. This promotes the all¬ 
round development and flourishing of all nations, nationa¬ 
lities and ethnic groups. At the same time, shared internation¬ 
al features are becoming more pronounced in Soviet people, 
regardless of their origin. Co-operation and friendship in 
production, and in political and cultural life facilitate the 
internationalization of family relations, and the number of 
mixed marriages is on the increase. The end result of this 
is to give impetus to the process of assimilation, including 
that among the Jews. 

Meanwhile, Zionist ideologists condemn assimilation in 
general, and particularly when it involves Jews. They claim 
that assimilation is directed toward the forcible liquidation 
of nations and nationalities, and that only the Soviet Union 
and the other socialist countries allegedly force Jewish citi¬ 
zens to get assimilated by special decrees. But Zionist ideolo 
gists feign ignorance of the fact that there is assimilation 
under capitalism, too. 

Of course, Zionists approach the question of assimilation 
from the point of view of racism, from the allegedly “exclu¬ 
sive” and “God-chosen” position of the Jews. Even text¬ 
books for schoolchildren in Israel state that assimilation 
with other nations is a great peril to the Jewish communi¬ 
ties throughout the world. 

Marxism-Leninism teaches, and history has confirmed, 
that assimilation is a natural and progressive process. While 
consistently defending the right of all nations to free devel- 
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opment and taking stops to substantiate this stand, Marx¬ 
ism-Leninism neither makes a fetish of it, nor regards il 
as an end in itself. The conditions of socio-economic devel¬ 
opment of some or other people can form in such a way 
that any people may become subject to the process of as 
similation. “The proletariat, however/' wrote V. I. Lenin, 
“far from supporting the national development of every 
nation, on the contrary, warns the masses against such 
illusions. ... welcomes every kind of assimilation of nations, 
except that which is founded on force or privilege." 1 Lenin 
instructed the Party to support “...everything that helps 
to obliterate national distinctions and remove national bar¬ 
riers, ...everything that makes the ties between nationalities 
closer and closer, or tends to merge nations." 2 

Under socialism, the process of assimilation is deter¬ 
mined by a number of objective factors, the Soviet Union 
being a case in point. The USSR operates an interconnected 
national economic complex, which involves the economies of 
all the republics and develops according to a single plan in 
the interests of the country in general and each republic in 
particular. 

The first world socialist state has eliminated class and 
national antagonism. Soviet society, and its every constitu¬ 
ent nation and nationality, has a uniform structure, consist¬ 
ing of a working class, collective farmers and the intelli¬ 
gentsia. Their comprehensive development is ensured by the 
inviolable unity of the Union state system and the national 
slate system of the republics, based on the principles of 
democratic centralism and socialist federalism, on Soviet 
socialist democracy. Necessary conditions have been created 
for members of all nationalities to participate in the devel¬ 
opment of science, technology and culture. The flourishing, 
rapprochement and mutual enrichment of the cultures of 
socialist nations and nationalities are characteristic features 
of Soviet life. The ideology of Marxism-Leninism, socialist 
internationalism and the friendship of nations has been put 
into practice, the exchange of material and cultural values 
and personnel proceeds on a nationwide scale, and the mutu¬ 
al influence of the way of life of the peoples of the USSR 
is leading to their increasing internationalization. 
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The history of the development of socialist nations and 
nationalities shows that national forms do not ossify but 
are constantly modified and improved. The nations draw 
closer together, and shed everything outdated, and discor¬ 
dant with their new living conditions. Naturally, this only 
gives fresh impetus to the assimilation of the nations. 

The 1970 All-Union census gives evidence that a number 
of nationalities in our country, and in particular the Jews, 
Karelians and Mordovians, are undergoing a process of as¬ 
similation. Assimilation is also registered among other na¬ 
tions. Communist construction has the effect of drawing na¬ 
tions and nationalities together, internationalizing their ways 
of life, and lending their spiritual countenance common 
communist features. This, naturally, also facilitates their 
assimilation. 

While shouting about the forcible assimilation of the 
Jews and their “difficult position" in the USSR, Zionists 
claim that Soviet Jews are compelled to renounce their 
mother tongue and speak only Russian. But this is sheer 
fabrication. 

In the first years of Soviet power the most favorable 
conditions were created for Jews (naturally, for those who 
so desired) to attend Yiddish medium schools. However, as 
Jews moved to different parts of the country after the li¬ 
quidation of the Jewish Pale, Yiddish schools became 
redundant. What was more, in the Jewish Autonomous Re¬ 
gion the Jewish children and their parents themselves pro¬ 
posed the idea of joint education for the Jews and other 
nationalities. 

But one and all here are still free to use their mother 
tongues. A monthly literary and socio-political magazine, 
Sovetisch Helmland , is published in Yiddish in the USSR. 
It carries works by Soviet Jewish authors. Book stores and 
kiosks offer for sale works by Jewish writers in Yiddish, 
and translated into other languages. Writings by Sholom 
Aleichem, Peretz Markish, Vergilis and others are published 
in large editions. There is a Yiddish newspaper, Birobidja- 
ner Stern , published in the Jewish Autonomous Region. 

At the same time, Soviet Jews, like all the other peoples 
of the USSR, volunteer (and are not forced!) to study Rus¬ 
sian. According to the 1970 census, only 17.7 percent of the 
Jews consider Yiddish to be their mother tongue. 10.3 per¬ 
cent of the Soviet Jews have fluent Russian as a second 
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language, and 28.8 percent speak other Soviet national 
tongues, including Ukrainian. All Soviet Jews have a 
good command of Russian, which in our country has become 
the means of communication between the nations. 

Falsifying the character of national relations in the 
USSR, world Zionism also stages various provocations 
against our country. This is, for example, the purpose be¬ 
hind their tactics of “psychological influence" on the world 
public, which involves holding anti-Soviet meetings, special 
seminars and symposiums dedicated to the imaginary ques¬ 
tion of the allegedly “difficult position" of Soviet Jews, dis¬ 
seminating false information about the USSR, making dra¬ 
matic supplications “for a better fate" for Jews living be¬ 
hind the “iron curtain," arranging “protest" demonstrations 
and pickets at Soviet embassies and trade missions, stag¬ 
ing provocations against Soviet diplomats and delegations 
on visits to capitalist countries, boycotting concerts of So¬ 
viet actors, Soviet exhibitions, etc. 

The so-called world Zionist congresses are also held for 
provocative purposes. One of them, the “International Cong¬ 
ress for the Defense of Jews in the USSR," took place in 
Brussels on February 17—19, 1976. This congress was 
held under openly racist, nationalist and anti-Soviet slogans. 
Its participants once again gave vent to delusions about the 
“exclusiveness" and “God-chosenness" of the Jews, about the 
need to unite them in the “Promised Land". Such phrases 
as the “lack of rights" and “discrimination" of Jews in the 
USSR, “State anti-Semitism," and “racial discrimination" 
against Jews in socialist countries were repeated over and 
over again. The resolutions passed by the congress were 
pro-fascist in essence. They contained threats addressed to 
the USSR, other socialist countries, and the forces of peace 
and social progress. The congress’ “final document" was 
devoted to the “condemnation" of the UN General Assembly 
Resolution qualifying Zionism as a form of racism. And the 
struggle of the progressive forces against Zionism was de¬ 
nounced as no less than a manifestation of anti-Semitism. 

Progressive forces vigorously denounce the slanderous 
fabrications and threats of Zionists. The Jews, like all the 
citizens of our country, declare that the Soviet Union is 
their only Homeland. Only an insignificant number of 
Jews those who have yielded to Zionist propaganda — 
have left for Israel. From 1945 to December 31, 1975, a pe¬ 
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riod of thirty years, 122000 persons — 5 percent of all the 
Jews living in the USSR — left for Israel and, prior to her 
formation, for Palestine, and the number of emigrants drops 
every year. Thus, for example, 11 700 Jews left in 1975, 
which was three times less than in 1973, and half the 
number in 1974. 

When dealing with the question of exit visas, Soviet 
authorities naturally have to protect the interests of the 
state. People who have had access to classified information, 
to military, industrial-military or other state secrets, are not 
allowed to leave the country until a certain period of time 
has elapsed. But such cases are rare. Over the five year 
period, 1970-1975, 98.4 percent of those applying for exit 
visas were allowed to leave the country. Only 1.6 percent 
were refused. 

With their slanderous allegations that Jewish rights are 
“restricted" in the USSR Zionists try to divert the attention 
of the world public from the violation of human rights by 
Israel on the occupied Arab territories and its campaign 
to annihilate the Palestinian people. 

At the same time as dramatizing their struggle against 
the alleged “lack of rights of Soviet Jews," Zionists are sub¬ 
jugating immigrants from the USSR and other socialist 
countries to Israeli racial laws. Immigrants from the Soviet 
Union are considered inferior citizens of the “Promised 
Land." The majority of them, being half-breeds, have enter¬ 
ed onto the black lists of the Rabbinate and the Ministry 
of the Interior. All their descendants are doomed to discrim¬ 
ination for their racial background. 

Immigrants from socialist countries live mostly on the 
occupied Arab territories where militarized settlements have 
been set up. This so-called “economic integration" of the 
immigrants is accompanied by requalification (which in real¬ 
ity means disqualification) of specialists: engineers become 
fitters, doctors — hospital attendants, and a number of spe¬ 
cialists can only find part-time and seasonal work. Those 
immigrants with a university education in the humanities 
find it especially difficult to get a job in line with their 
qualification. Most of them end up as casual labourers 
doing arduous and demeaning jobs. 

The very first days of their stay in Israel open immig¬ 
rants 1 eyes to the fiction of the propagated equal and social 
justices in the “Promised Land." In contrast to the asser- 
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tions of Zionist propaganda that they will be "among their 
own kin” in Israel, the immigrants feel outsiders. The ques¬ 
tion of social acclimatization lias become a serious social 
problem, as is acknowledged by officials and the press. 
Thus, the former Executive Chairman of the Jewish Agency 
for Israel, and director of its immigration department, 
A. Pinkus, pointed out that “Israelites are not too anxious 
to make friends with the immigrants.” 

Immigrants from the USSR are called "Rus,” which 
implies that they belong to the lower strata of the popula¬ 
tion. They are not elected to bodies of power because they 
are not to be trusted. The latter was corroborated by Jews 
who had returned from Israel at a press conference held 
on February G, 1976, at the Central House of Journalists 
in Moscow. “Once you come to Israel,” said B. N. Kuvent, 
a native of the town of Nalchik, “you realize that Zionists 
need your family to help develop the occupied Arab lands.” 
I. Ya. Fuzailov, an engineer from Tashkent, pointed out: 
“The Israeli authorities try to settle immigrant Jews along¬ 
side Arab frontiers, in militarized settlements located on the 
1967 occupied territories. Their main purpose is to create 
a buffer — a shield of immigrants from the Soviet Union 
who would, in case of war, receive the first blow. I might 
also point out that there are no proper houses or flats in 
these settlements. There are ordinary barracks instead, lack¬ 
ing either adequate sanitary conditions, or normal fresh 
water supply.” 

Having experienced all the “attractions” of the Israeli 
“paradise,” hundreds of thousands of people who had yielded 
to Zionist propaganda and left for the “Promised Land,” 
are now trying to return to their home countries. Over 
600 000 persons, by and large immigrants from the social¬ 
ist countries, have left Israel in the last few years. In 
February 1976, the U. S. newspaper Times quoted certain 
officials as saying that even now' there are close to 300 000 
Israelites — almost a tenth of the population — who want 
to leave the country. 

Zionist efforts to unite all the Jews in the “Promised 
Land have not been a resounding success. The absolute 
majority of the Jews (over 80 percent) remain in the coun¬ 
tries where their fathers and grandfathers lived and consider 
the country of their birth their true Homeland. As a matter 
of fact, available information testifies that most Jews do not 


62 


support Zionism. Tt should be added that a growing number 
of people of Jewish ancestry openly condemn the racist 
policy of Zionists, their extremism towards the Arab nations, 
and their express opposition to peace and social progress. 

Among their falsifications of Soviet reality, Zionists are 
spreading the myth that the USSR and other countries of 
the Socialist Community are “closed societies 1 ’ and that they 
avoid communication with other nations, eschewing inform¬ 
ation exchanges and the advancement of contacts among 
nations. Zionist ideologists are especially enraged by the 
fact that their emissaries are not allowed into the USSR, 
and that they are forbidden to propagate their racist drivel 
in our country. 

The Soviet people are always pleased to welcome guests 
from abroad, who come to learn about the socialist way of 
life. Millions of tourists, among them Jews, visit the Soviet 
Union every year. The Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
and the Communist Party of Israel regularly exchange in¬ 
formation, Soviet writers and journalists maintain creative 
contacts with their progressive counterparts in Israel. “We 
are open to everything that is truthful and honest, and we 
are ready to expand contacts in every way, using the favor¬ 
able conditions offered by detente. But our doors will al¬ 
ways be closed to publications propagating war, violence, 
racism and misanthropy. And even more so, they will be 
closed to the emissaries of foreign secret services and the 
emigre anti-Soviet organizations they have formed,” said 
Leonid Brezhnev in his speech at the Berlin Conference of 
Communist and Workers’ Parties. 

Zionists with their racial and nationalist stand are ini¬ 
mical to peaceful coexistence between countries with differ¬ 
ent social systems and opponents of the Peace Program 
proclaimed by the CPSU. Moreover, they purposefully falsify 
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union and present the ac¬ 
tivities of the Communist Party and Soviet state, aimed at 
asserting the principles of peaceful coexistence, as a “tacti¬ 
cal maneuver,” a “propaganda thesis” allegedly designed to 
“relax the vigilance” of the West. It is for this reason that 
Zionist ideologists openly oppose detente. Thus, one of the 
most outspoken Zionists, G. Morgenthau, Professor of Po¬ 
litics at the City University of New York, speaking in 1974 
before the Foreign Affairs Commission of the House of Rep¬ 
resentatives of U. S. Congress, claimed that the principles 
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of peaceful coexistence and detente are only pragmatic mea¬ 
sures aimed to help the Soviet Union reach its political and 
economic goals. In his article “Jews and the Soviet Foreign 
Policy,” he openly advocates aggravating the international 
situation in every possible way. He was echoed by the theo¬ 
retician of Zionist gangsterism, M. Kahane. “Knowing that 
the Soviet Union highly values detente, and what it means 
for the Soviet Union,” writes M. Kahane in the book Ne¬ 
ver Again!, “we should deliver blows to detente and threaten 
it.” 

With this purpose in mind, Zionists are in every possible 
way hindering the maintenance of mutually advantageous 
Soviet-American business contacts. One of their mouthpieces 
in U. S. Congress, Senator G. Jackson, introduced the so- 
called “amendments” into the draft trade bill. Only if the 
USSR, reads one of these amendments, provides for a mass 
emigration of Jews to Israel, will it be possible to expand 
Soviet-American business ties, otherwise the United States 
will refrain from trading with the Soviet Union. In other 
words, the above proviso deals with certain conditions per¬ 
tinent to prevalent Soviet domestic laws — on emigration — 
i. e.. matters qualified as the country’s sovereign affairs. The 
U. S. Senator’s “amendments” amount to nothing else but 
interference into the USSR’s internal affairs. 

The Soviet state came into being with the triumph of 
the Socialist Revolution, characterized by V. I. Lenin as the 
first victory in the abolition of war. The first document is¬ 
sued by the Soviet state was the Decree on Peace which 
advanced a new foreign political strategy - peaceful'coexis¬ 
tence among states with different social systems. Elucidating 
the foundations of this new political strategy, V. I. Lenin 
wrote: "We reject all clauses on plunder and violence, but 
we shall welcome all clauses containing provisions for good- 
neighbor relations and all economic agreements; we can¬ 
not reject these.” 1 

The Leninist principle of peaceful coexistence of states 
with different social systems is not a “tactical maneuver” 
as loudly claimed by Zionists, but the basis of the foreign 
policy of the Soviet Union. “Socialism,” reads the CPSU 
I rogram, lias offered mankind the only reasonable principle 
for interstate relations in the conditions of the world’s 


1 V. /. Lenin. Coll. Works, Vol. 26, p. 255. 
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division into two systems — the principle of peaceful coexis¬ 
tence among states with different social systems, originally 
advanced by V. I. Lenin. Peaceful coexistence between so¬ 
cialist and capitalist stales is an objective necessity of the 
development of a human society... The Soviet Union has 
consistently been supporting and will continue to support the 
policy of peaceful coexistence among states with different 
social systems." The 25th Congress of the CPSU confirmed 
this course. “In its foreign policy,” reads the Report of the 
CC of the CPSU to the 25th Party Congress, “the Soviet 
Union intends to search patiently and consistently for new 
ways of expanding peaceful and mutually advantageous 
cooperation between states with different social systems, and 
new paths to disarmament.” 

The apologists of international Zionism falsify the poli¬ 
cy of the Communist Party and the Soviet state towards the 
Middle East. They claim in particular that the Soviet Union 
has been trying to establish its domination in the Middle 
East since the beginning of the Soviet era. The fact re¬ 
mains, however, that prior to the Revolution V. I. Lenin 
condemned the colonial policy of imperialist countries, 
including tsarist Russia, with regard to the Middle East 
nations. 

It is worth noting that in December 1919 the Commis¬ 
sariat for Jewish Affairs of the People's Commissariat of the 
RSFSR for National Affairs published an Appeal, assigned 
by the Soviet government, which read: “On behalf of the 
working people of Russia, we strongly protest against Zion¬ 
ists who are striving to link the destinies of the Jewish 
people with the destinies of the imperialist Entente. The 
Jewish working masses in the Russian Socialist Federated 
Republic have their own socialist Motherland which, together 
with the workers and peasants of Russia, they will defend 
at the front against the imperialists of the Entente and all 
their agents. Jewish workers, like all the working masses 
have full civil and national rights. Jewish culture no longer 
has any obstacles to its development. We need no other 
countries. We lay no national claims to the possession of 
Palestine. We fully recognize such national rights as belong¬ 
ing to the working masses of Arabs and Bedouin.” 

After the Civil War the Soviet government issued several 
statements emphasizing that the Land of Soviets was in favor 
of maintaining a stable peace in the Middle Last. This ap- 
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proacli was recorded on paper in the Declaration of the 
Soviet delegation proclaimed on December 4, 1922, at tho 
Lausanne Conference. “The main goal of the Russian and 
other allied governments. - ’ reads the Declaration, “both in 
the Middle East question and in their entire foreign policy, 
is to facilitate the establishment and strengthening of uni¬ 
versal peace.” Similar statements were made by the Soviet 
government after the State of Israel was proclaimed in 1947. 

The statements made by the Soviet government in 1948 
and 1956 in connection with the aggression of imperialist 
states against Egypt and Lebanon pointed to the importance 
of a stable peace in the Middle East, and the need to adhere 
to the principles of sovereignty, equality and good neigh¬ 
borly relations among all states in this part of the world 

The Resolution of the June (1967) Plenum of the CC 
of the CPSU, “On the Policy of the Soviet Union With 
Regard to Israeli Aggression in the Middle East,” stressed 
that the USSR condemned Israeli aggression and supported 
the Arab states in their struggle for freedom, independence, 
territorial integrity and social progress. It particularly stres¬ 
sed that the Soviet Union supported the elimination of the 
hotbeds of war in the Middle East and establishment of 
a stable peace in the region. This was also underlined in the 
Decision of the April (1968) Plenum of the CC of the 
CPSU, in the documents of the 24th and 25th Party cong¬ 
resses, and in special statements made by the Soviet gov¬ 
ernment between 1967 and 1976. 

The 25th CPSU Congress pointed out that one of the 
most pressing issues of the present-day stage of international 
relations is a just and reliable settlement of the Middle 
East problem. Sucli a settlement, it further stated, is pos¬ 
sible only if the security of all the nations in this region 
and their rights to independent development are guaranteed. 

The Soviet Union has repeatedly declared willingness to 
participate in international guarantees of security and invio¬ 
lability of frontiers for all the Middle East countries, either 
within the UN framew-ork or on some other basis. “We ” 
said L. I. Brezhnev in the Report at the 25th CPSU Con¬ 
gress. “are in favor of creating conditions to facilitate the 
development of our relations with all Middle East countries. 
We have no prejudices against any of them. Finally, we 
are also prepared to help search for a solution to such 
a problem as ending the arms race in this region. But it 


66 


stands to reason that this must be closely coordinated with 
a general settlement in the Middle East. To tackle the prob¬ 
lem before such a settlement is reached would place the 
aggressor on a par with his victim.” 

Thus, the theory, policy and practice of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, our socialist reality, completely 
and utterly refute the slanderous fables of Zionist falsifiers. 
The Leninist Party conducts a consistent policy of equality 
and friendship among the nations of our country, and 
all peoples of the world. The international policy of the 
CPSU ensures the all-round development of all nations, 
nationalities and ethnic groups in the USSR, Jews included. 
The foreign policy line of our Party is directed toward further¬ 
ing the relaxation of international tension, and effecting 
mutually advantageous cooperation among all states. 

* * * 

The entire histoiy of Zionism, from its inception to the 
present day, testifies to its antipopular and reactionary es¬ 
sence. 

The Court of History has exposed Zionism as a repulsive 
offspring of world capitalism, as an ugly doctrine, bankrupt 
and doomed, of anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, and as 
an organizer of, and accomplice to, the dirtiest crimes of 
imperialist reaction against the forces of peace, progress, 
democracy and socialism. 

Zionism — a bourgeois nationalist ideology, policy and 
practice, rife with the poison of racism and chauvinism, 
supported and encouraged by the USA and other capitalist 
countries — is a hazard to millions of people, to the very 
existence of entire nations. Its ideology justifies the exploita¬ 
tion of man by man, the inequality of workers, propagates 
and defends obscurantism and reaction. In alliance with 
the extremist forces of imperialism, world Zionism is waging 
a struggle against peaceful coexistence and detente, while 
opposing world socialism, proletarian internationalism, the 
world communist and workers’ movement, and the national 
liberation of peoples. 

World Zionism in general, and the Israeli rulers in parti¬ 
cular, are pursuing a policy of aggression against the Arab 
peoples, abusing the just and legitimate rights of the Pales¬ 
tinians. In its fight against peace-loving nations I and social 
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progress, Zionism resorts to openly fascist methods, which 
serve to expose its racial, nationalistic and inhuman reac¬ 
tionary role. 

The conscience and intellect of humanity cannot bo re¬ 
conciled with the crimes of Zionism. Progressive forces 
amongst them, millions of Jewish people, are waging a reso¬ 
lute and courageous struggle against world Zionism — one of 
the most reactionary and militant detachments of anti-com¬ 
munism. 

Opposing the racial essence of Zionism, naturally, does 
not imply a denial of the right of the State of Israel for 
existence, as is claimed by Zionists. History has confirmed 
that Zionism and the Jewish people are far from identical 
notions. Zionists are Jewish bourgeois nationalists and ra¬ 
cists, whereas the working Jews, like working people of all 
nationalities, have always suffered from nationalism and ra¬ 
cism. Zionists are enemies of the working Jews and their in¬ 
terests are contrary to the interests of the working people 
(the absolute majority of the Jews are working people) and 
coincide with the interests of the imperialists — the crudest 
enemies of humanity. To fight against Zionism is to fight 
for the genuine interests of the working Jews, particularly 
the Jewish population in Israel. This is closely connected 
with the struggle for the withdrawal of Israeli ‘forces from 
the occupied Arab territories, for the granting of legitimate 
rights to the Arab people of Palestine, including the right 
to statehood. It is the duty of all who cherish the interests 
of peace, international security, freedom and happiness of 
nations, to support this cause. 

Zionism and anti-communism as a whole are doomed to 
failure. As the Report of the CC of the CPSU to the 25th 
Party Congress emphasizes, mankind is developing under 
the banner of Marxism-Leninism, which “gives us an un¬ 
derstanding of our historical perspective, helps us determine 
the course of our socio-economic and political development 
for years ahead, and to find our correct orientation in inter¬ 
national developments.” United under the banner of Mar¬ 
xism-Leninism the working people of all nationalities and all 
the \vorlds progressive forces are waging a struggle against 
the forces of reaction, racism and imperialism, for the tri¬ 
umph of peace, democracy and socialism. 
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THE POLITVIDAV UKRAINI PUBLISHERS HAVE 
RELEASED AN ENGLISH VERSION OF TIIE HOOK 
REACE POLICY AND CRISIS OF 'SOVIETOLOGY’ 

BY M. BELOUSOV. THE BOOK ELUCIDA TES TIIE 
INTERNATIONALIST MARXIST-LENINIST ESSENCE 
OF THE USSR's FOREIGN POLICY. 

IT CONVINCINGLY SHOWS THAT THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY ARE BROUGHT ABOUT 
BY CONSISTENT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE IDEALS 
OF SCIENTIFIC COMMUNISM. THE EFFORTS MADE 
BY BOURGEOIS SCIENCE AND PROPAGANDA TO 
FALSIFY THE AIMS AND OBJECTIVES OF THE 
SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY ARE EXPOSED 
IN THE BOOK. 

THE AUTHOR REVIEWS THE PERSISTENT STRUGGLE 
FOR INTERNATIONAL DETENTE AND FOR 
CO-OPERATION AMONG THE PEOPLES CARRIED OUT 
BY THE SOVIET UNION AND OTHER SOCIALIST 
COUNTRIES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PEACE 
PROGRAM ADOPTED BY THE 24TH CPSU CONGRESS 
AND FURTHER DEVELOPED IN THE DECISIONS OF 
THE 25TI! CPSU CONGRESS. 

THE BOOK IS INTENDED FOR THE GENERAL PUBLIC. 
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